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PART I 



HIGHLIGHTS OF THIS ISSUE 

This listing does not affect the legal status 
of any document published in this issue- Detailed 
table of contents appears inside. 


SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME FOR THE AGED, 

BLIND, AND DISABLED—SSA proposes modification of 
earnings guidelines determining substantial gainful 
activity; comments by 10-11-74 . ... 32757 

STUDENT RIGHTS AND DUE PROCESS PROCEDURES— 

Interior establishes rules on BIA schools; effective 
10-11-74 . 32741 

RENT INCREASES—HUD adopts interim rule permitting 
tenant comment in certain subsidized housing; effective 
10-11-74 . 32736 

GREAT LAKES WATER LEVELS—International Joint Com¬ 
mission announces a series of public hearings . 32797 

EGG BREAD AND ENRICHED EGG BREAD—FDA proposes 
to amend identity standards; comments by 12-10-74 32753 

FLOUR—FDA changes name of extracted, deglanded 
cottonseed flour to defatted cottonseed flour; effective 
10-11-74 32735 


NEW ANIMAL DRUGS—FDA approves use for dogs and 
cats and in swine feed (3 documents); effective 9-11-74.. 32735, 

32736 


SLAUGHTER CATTLE AND BEEF CARCASSES—USDA pro¬ 
poses revised standards for grades; comments by 
12-10-74 .... ... 32743 


(Continued inside) 


PART II: 

EMISSION MONITORING REQUIREMENTS—EPA 

proposes amendments for stationary sources (2 
documents); comments by 10-29-74 32852, 32871 

PART III: 

MIDDLE DISTILLATE FUELS—FEA proposes 
changes of allocation levels for space heating and 
electric utilities; comments by 9-25-74, public 
hearing 9-27-74__ 32875 
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Ch. 15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). Distribution 
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HIGHLIGHTS—Continued 


MEETINGS— 

Defense Department: Defense Science Board Task 
Force on 'Training Technology," 9-17 and 9-18-74 32765 

Army/ Engineers: Coastal Engineering Research Board, 

9- 23 thru 9-25-74 .- .... 32765 

HEW: Social Problems Research Review Committee, 

10- 3 and 1CM1-74 ....-.. 32770 

Social Sciences Research Review Committee, 10—3 

thru 10-5-74 . . . .. 32770 

Board of Scientific Counselors, NIMH, 10-25 and 

10-26-74 ____-_ 32770 

AEC: Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards (3 

documents), 10-1, 10-8, 10-9-74 —. .... 32774-32776 

CPSC: Bicycle Reflectors, 9-19-74 .. 32778 


HEW/NIH: Cancer Treatment Advisory Committee, 

10-1 and 10-2-74___.. ___ 32772 

Dental Caries Program Advisory Committee, 10-7 

and 10-8-74. 32773 

Periodontal Diseases Advisory Committee, 10-9 

and 10-10-74 . 32773 

HEW: Advisory Committee on the Education of Bilingual 

Children, 9-26 and 9-27-74. 32773 

CPSC: Aerosol Spray Products, 9-13-74 . 32778 

National Science Foundation: Science Advisory Staffs 
and Representatives of Scientific and Professional 

Societies, 10-10-74 32799 

VA: Station Committee on Educational Allowances, 

9-19-74 . 32799 

Commerce/ DIBA: Telecommunications Equipment 
Technical Advisory Committee, 10-16-74 . . 32770 


AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 

Rules 

Prunes (dried) produced in Cali¬ 
fornia; salable and reserve per¬ 
centages, handler reserve obli¬ 
gation, and undersize regula¬ 
tions _ 32733 

Proposed Rules 

Expenses and rate of assessments; 
prunes (dried) grown in Cali¬ 
fornia _ 32752 

Grade standards; carcass beef and 
slaughter cattle- 32743 

Milk marketing areas; Chicago re¬ 
gion _ 32753 

Notices 

Agreement with American Sheep 
Producers Council, Inc.; refer¬ 
endum _ 32766 

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

See Agricultural Marketing Serv¬ 
ice; Food and Nutrition Service. 

ALCOHOL, DRUG ABUSE AND MENTAL 
HEALTH ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Advisory Committee meetings- 32770 

ARMY DEPARTMENT 

See Engineer Corps. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR HOUSING 

MANAGEMENT OFFICE 

Rules 

Rent increases; tenant comments; 
interim regulations_ 32736 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

Notices 

Applications, etc.; Consumers 
Power Co_ 32777 

Meetings; Advisory Committee on 
Reactor Safeguards (3 docu¬ 
ments) . 32774-32776 


contents 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

Notices 

Hearings , etc.: 

Globus Tourist Office, Man- 

tegazza & Albek, Ltd _ 32777 

International Air Transport 

Association _ 32777 

COAST GUARD 
Rules 

Great Lakes Pilotage; correc¬ 
tion _ 32739 

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

See Domestic and International 
Business Administration. 

COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION 
OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 
Notices 

Textile agreements; bilateral dis¬ 
cussions with Haiti_-_ — 32829 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 


COMMISSION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Aerosol spray products_ 32778 

Bicycle reflectors_ 32778 


DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 

See also Engineer Corps. 

Notices 

Meetings: Defense Science Board 
Task Force on "Training Tech¬ 
nology" _... 32765 

DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Jose Resnicov and Comercial So- 
norama; denial of export privi¬ 
leges _ 32769 

Meetings; Telecommunications 
Equipment Technical Advisory 
Committee_ 32770 

EDUCATION OFFICE 

Notices 

Meetings; Advisory Committee on 
the Education of Bilingual Chil¬ 
dren ..._ 32773 


ENGINEERS CORPS 

Notices 

Meetings; Coastal Engineering 
Research Board_ 32765 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

Proposed Rules 

Air quality implementation plans; 
Alabama_ 32759 

Stationary sources of pollution; 
emission monitoring, perform¬ 
ance testing, and submittal of 
implementation plans (2 docu¬ 
ments) _ 32852, 32871 

Notices 

Pesticide registration; applica¬ 
tions _ 32778 

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Airworthiness directives; Sikorsky 


HRS/H19_ 32734 

Transition area_ 32734 

Proposed Rules 

Restricted area_ 32759 

VOR Airway_ 32758 

Notices 

Advisory circular checklist and 
status of Federal Aviation Reg¬ 
ulations; correction_ 32773 


FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed Rules 

Middle distillate fuels: space heat¬ 
ing and electric utilities; hear¬ 
ing - 32875 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

Proposed Rules 

Application procedures_ 32763 

Wholesale rate schedules; fuel 
adjustment clause; correction-. 32764 
(Continued on next page) 
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Notices 

Rate changes; hearing and sus¬ 
pension <2 documents)— 32792,32793 


Meetings: 

National Power Survey Task 
Force on Conservation and 

Fuel Supply- 32785 

National Power Survey Techni¬ 
cal Advisory Committee on Fi¬ 
nance _ 32785 

Hearings, etc.: 

Algonquin Gas Transmission 

Co _ 32779 

Carolina Power and Light Co_. 32779 

Cascade Natural Gas Corp- 32779 

Central Illinois Light Co- 32779 

Central Telephone and Utilities 

Corp_ 32780 

Cities Service Gas Co_ 32780 

Connecticut Light and Power 

Co__ 32781 

Consolidated Gas Supply Corp. 32781 

D. M. Magee Co_ 32781 

Duke Power Co. (2 documents). 32781, 

32782 

El Paso Natural Gas Co- 32782 

Iowa Public Service Co- 32782 

Kansas City Power and Light 

Co_— 32782 

Louisiana-Nevada Transit Co__ 32783 

Metropolitan Edison Co- 32783 

Minnesota Power and Light Co_ 32783 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line 

Co__-__ 32783 

Nevada Power Co. (3 docu¬ 
ments) - 32785 

New York State Electric and 

Gas Corp. (2 documents)- 32786 

Northern Natural Gas Co. (2 

documents)_ 32786 

Ohio Electric Co_ 32787 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 

Co_ 32787 

Phillips Petroleum Co_ 32787 

Portland General Electric Co.. 32788 
Public Service Company of 

Oklahoma-- 32788 

Puget Sound Power and Light 

Co. (2 documents)- 32788 

Shell Oil Co.. 32789 

Sohio Petroleum Co- 32789 

Tenneco Oil Co- 32789 

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co- 32790 

Trunkline Gas Co-- 32790 

Vermont Electric Power Co. Inc. 32790 
Virginia Electric and Power Co. 

(2 documents)_ 32791 

Wisconsin Power and Light Co. 32791 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 
Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

Charter Bancshares, Inc- 32794 

Eastern Bank Corp- 32794 

Farmers Enterprises, Inc- 32794 

Firstbank Holding Co- 32794 

First Macomb Corp- 32795 

First National Charter Corp— 32795 

Security Banks hares, Inc- 32795 

Tennessee Valley Bancorp, Inc. 32795 

Trust Company of Georgia- 32796 

United Bancshares of Nebraska, 

Inc_ 32796 

United Carolina Bancshares 
Corp _ 32796 


FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Rules 


Hunting: 

Delaware (2 documents)_ 32741 

Massachusetts _ 32739 

New York_ 32740 

Pennsylvania (3 documents)_ 32739, 

32741 

Vermont (2 documents)_ 32740 


FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 


Food additives; defatted cotton¬ 
seed flour_ 32735 

Human drugs; antacids and anti- 

flatulents; correction_ 32736 

New animal drugs: 

Gentamicin sulfate, betametha¬ 
sone valerate otic solution_ 32736 

Prednisolone acetate-neomycin 

sulfate sterile suspension_ 32735 

Pyrantel tartrate_ 32736 

Proposed Rules 

Identity standards; egg bread and 
enriched egg bread_ 32753 

Notices 

Animal drugs; Bio-Neering Inter¬ 
national, Inc.; withdrawal of 

application _ 32771 

Food additives; Mitsubishi Inter¬ 
national Corp.; petition_ 32771 

Human drugs; certain topical 
preparations for ophthalmic or 
otic use; opportunity for hear¬ 
ing - 32771 


FOOD AND NUTRITION SERVICE 

Rules 

National School Lunch Program 
and Special Food Service Pro¬ 
gram; correction_ 32733 

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS REGULATIONS 
BOARD 

Notices 

Special permits issued_ 32773 

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and 
Mental Health Administration; 
Education Office; Food and Drug 
Administration; National Insti¬ 
tutes of Health: Social and Re¬ 
habilitation Service; Social Se¬ 
curity Administration. 

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See Assistant Secretary for Hous¬ 
ing Management Office. 

INDIAN AFFAIRS BUREAU 

Rules 

Student rights and due process 
procedures _ 32741 


INTERIM COMPLIANCE PANEL (COAL 
MINE HEALTH AND SAFETY) 

Notices 

Application for renewal permit: 

H & L Coal Co. and Mary E. Coal 


Co., Inc_ 32797 

M & C Coal Co. Inc_ 32797 

Pecco Coal Co. Inc. et al_ 32797 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

See also Fish and Wildlife Service; 
Indian Affairs Bureau; Land 
Management Bureau. 

Notices 

California; Mooretown Ranch- 
eria; termination of Federal 


supervision; correction_ 32766 

Environmental statement; Ten¬ 
nessee; Obed Wild and Scenic 
River _ 32766 

INTERNATIONAL JOINT COMMISSION 
Notices 

Great Lakes water levels; hear¬ 
ings ...».. 32797 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 


Notices 

Abandonment of trackage: 

Burlington Northern Inc. (2 

documents) _ 32800 

Cheswick and Harmar Railroad 

Co....— 32800 

Chicago and Northwestern 

Transportation Co_ 32800 

Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul 

and Pacific Railroad Co_ 32800 

Peoria Terminal Co_ 32801 

Hearing assignments_ 32800 

Motor carriers: >> 

Alternate route deviation 

notices _ 32815 

Applications and certain other 

proceedings _ 32816 

Board transfer proceedings_ 32820 

Filing of intrastate applica¬ 
tions _ 32801 

Irregular-route property car¬ 
riers; elimination of gateway 

letter notices_ 32802 

Temporary authority applica¬ 
tions (2 documents) — 32821,32826 
Transfer proceedings (2 docu¬ 
ments) _ 32828 


LABOR DEPARTMENT 
Notices 

Authority delegations; Assistant 
Secretary for Labor-Manage¬ 


ment Relations_,_ 32799 

LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU 
Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

Arizona__ 32765 

California; correction- 32766 


New Mexico (2 documents)—— 32765, 

32766 
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CONTENTS 


MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE 

Notices 

Clearance of reports; list of re- 
quests___-—- — 32799 

national aeronautics and space 
administration 

Notices 

Direct awards totalling $10 mil¬ 
lion or more; list of recipients. . 32798 

national highway traffic safety 
administration 


Rules 

Federal motor vehicle safety 
standards; brake fluids; correc¬ 
tion ___ 32739 

Notices 

Carrozzeria Zagato; petition for 
temporary exemption from 
safety standards - 32774 


NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH 


Notices 

Meetings: 

Cancer Treatment Advisory 

Committee _ 32772 

Dental Caries Program Advisory 

Committee - 32773 

Periodontal Diseases Advisory 

Committee _ 32773 


NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 

Notices 

Science Advisory Staffs; meeting 
with representatives of Scien¬ 
tific and Professional Societies. - 32799 

SOCIAL AND REHABILITATION SERVICE 

Rules 

Medical assistance programs; 
withholding of Federal pay¬ 
ments; correction - 32739 


SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed Rules 

Supplemental security income; 

substantial gainful activity. 32757 

TARIFF COMMISSION 

Notices 

Blue Ridge Shoe Co.; investiga¬ 
tion _ 32798 

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 

See Coast Guard; Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration; Hazardous 
Materials Regulations Board ; 
National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration. 

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings; Station Committee on 
Educational Allowances _ 32799 


list of cfr ports offected 

The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published in today's 
issue. A cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second issue of the month. 

A cumulative guide is published separately at the end of each month. The guide lists the parts and sections affected by documents published 
since January 1, 1974, and specifies how they are affected. 


7 CFR 

210 _ 32733 

225_ 32733 

993. 32733 

Proposed Rules: 

53 — —. 32743 

993_32752 

1030_ 32753 

10 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

211 _ 32876 

14 CFR 

39. 32734 

71. 32734 

Proposed Rules: 

71. 32758 

73_ 32759 
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_ 32763 

_ 32764 

20 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

404_ 

416_ 

_ 32757 

_32757 

21 CFR 

121... 

135a (2 documents)- 

135e_ 

331 _ 

332 _ 

_ 32735 

_ 32735,32736 

_ 32736 

_32736 

_ 32736 

Proposed Rules: 

17___ 

_32753 


24 CFR 

401 . 

_ 32736 

410_ 

_ 32736 

25 CFR 

35.. 

. 32741 

40 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

51 _ 

52 _ 

60_ 

_ 32871 

...-32759 

_ 32852 

45 CFR 

250-.— 

...-. 32739 

46 CFR 

401_ 

_ 32739 

49 CFR 

571___ 

_ 32739 

50 CFR 

32 (9 documents)- 

_ 32739-32741 
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CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED—SEPTEMBER 


The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during September. 


3 CFR Pa s® 

Executive Orders: 

11802_32111 

Proclamations: 

4310 _ 32317 

4311 _ 32601 

4 CFR 

6 _31997 

5 CFR 

213_ 31873. 31874, 32603 

294_ — 32537 

300 _ 32537 

315_ 32537 

336_ 32537 

351 _ 32537 

352 _ 32537 

353 _ 32538 

531 _ 32539 

532 _ 32539 

713_ 32540 

731_ 32540 

752_ 32541 

771 _ 32542 

772 _ 32545 

831_II_ 32548 

870_ 32548 

890 _ 32548 

891 _ 32549 

7 CFR 

24 32004 

26__ 31874, 32124 

52_ 32004 

210_ 32733 

225 _ 32733 

301 _ 31875. 32126 

330_ 32319 

401_ 32010, 32127 

650_ 31879 

780_ 32321 

908_32128 

910_ 32549 

931 _31879 

932 _ 32010 

947—•-_ 31879,32011 

933 _ 32733 

2400_ 32011 

Proposed Rules: 

53_32743 

650_32139 

948_32139 

966_ 32616 

993_ 32752 

1030_ 32753 

8 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

223_—-_ 32129 

223a_32129 


9 CFR Page 

76 _ 32129 

78 _ 32129 

91 _^_ 32322 

94 _ 32322 

317 _ 31880 

318 _ 31880 

381 _ 31880 

Proposed Rules: 

78 _—- 32139 

92 _ 32146 

102 _ 32332 

10 CFR 

205 _ 32262 

210 _ 32283 

211 _ 32283. 32306 

212 _ 32286, 32306 

215 _ 32286 

Proposed Rules: 

210 _ 32718 

211 _ 31920, 32718, 32876 

212 _ 32309, 32310 

12 CFR 

210 _ 32011 

Proposed Rules: 

701 _ 32632 

13 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

121_ 32334 

14 CFR 

39_ 32011, 

32324, 32325, 32549, 32550, 32603, 
32734 

71 _ 31881, 

32012,32325,32550, 32603,32734 

73 _ 32325 

93 _-_ 32551 

95 _ 32326 

97 _ 31881, 32327 

221 _ 31882 

288 _ 32013 

372a_.__ 32013 

Proposed Rules: 

39—. 32332, 32333 

71_ 32333, 32758 

73_ 32759 

121 _ 31913 

16 CFR 

13 _ 32555-32557 

Proposed Rules: 

436 _ 32631 

1120 _ 31916 

17 CFR 

211 _ - 31894 

231 _ 31894 

240 _ 32557 

241 _31894 

271 _ 32129 

Proposed Rules: 

240_31920 


18 CFR Page 

703-31896 

Proposed Rules: 

1- 32763 

3 - 32763 

4 - 32763 

5 - 32763 

16 - 32763 

35- 32764 

141—- 32153-32155 

201- 32156 

260- 32154, 32155 

19 CFR 

10 - 32015 

11 . 32015 

12 - 32015 

18- 32015 

19 - 32015 

24 - 32015 

25 - 32015 

113 - 32015 

114 - 32023 

133- 32023 

141 - — 32023 

142 - 32023 

172- 32023 

Proposed Rules: 

141- 32035 

20 CFR 

405_ 32327 

416- 32024 

Proposed Rules : 

404- 32757 

416_ 32757 

21 CFR 

2_ 31898, 32558 

30_ 32604 

53_31898 

121_J_ 31899, 32735 

135e- 32025. 32735, 32736 

135e_ 32736 

331 _ 32736 

332 _ 32736 

Proposed Rules: 

1_ 32616 

17 _ 32753 

20___ 32562 

100__ 32616 

102_ 32616 

132_32146 

1010_ 32094 

1040_ — 32094 

23 CFR 

712_ 32604 

752 _ 32031 

753 _ 32032 

Proposed Rules: 

810._ 32298 

772_ 32616 
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24 CFR Pa « e 

201.-. 32432 

203 _ - 32026,32432 

205 . .. 32026,32435 

207 . — 32026,32435 

213 ___ 32026, 32435 

220 _ _ 32026, 32433, 32435 

221 .- 32026, 32433.32436 

222- .—_ _ 32433 

227 _ 32436 

231- .—. 32436 

232- _ 32026, 32436 

234 _ 32027, 32434, 32436 

235. . - 32027,32434 

236 _ 32027, 32437 

241 _ 32027 

242 _ 32027, 32437 

244. . -. 32027, 32437 

401 _ 32736 

410 _ 32736 

1915_ 32329 

25 CFR 

35. 32741 

Proposed Rules: 

30.- . 31984 

91._ 31983 

93-. — 31989 

28 CFR 

2. — 31882 

29 CFR 

701_ 32027 

Proposed Rules: 

529 _ 32037 

1910. 32562 


32 CFR 

174. 31899 


33 CFR 

3. 

128_ 

151. 

204_ 


32131, 32558 

_ 32132 

_ 31901 

. 32029 


34 CFR 

212 .—. 32559 

213 . 32134 

36 CFR 

252. 32029 

327. 32111A 

37 CFR 

202.—.. 32631 


38 CFR 


Page 


47 CFR 


Page 


17.. 31901,32605 

21 (2 documents)..— 31901, 31902 

21.. 31901,31902 


43__31904 

73__ 32560 

81..-.. 32560 


Proposed Rules: 

21_ 32157 

39 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

123 _ 32036 

124 _ 32036 

40 CFR 

52_ 31903, 

32111A,32113, 32329, 32559, 32606 

85.____ 32609, 32612 

180..-.31903 

419_ 32614 

Proposed Rules: 

51 _ 32871 

52 .. 31918, 32563, 32759 

55_ 32624 

60_ 32852 

87_ 32631 

180..31919, 31920 

41 CFR 

5 A—16_- ___—- 32029 

60_ 32615 

114-43_ 31904 

42 CFR 

100_ 32029 

Proposed Rules: 

72__— - 32035 

43 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

2800_ 31906 

45 CFR 

250_ 32739 

801__—__ 32031 

Proposed Rules: 

250_ 32562 

1215.-___-31914 


Proposed Rules: 


2_ . 32148, 32566 

31 __-__ 32631 

73 _ 32148 

76 _ 32036 

83 _ 32150 

89 _ 32148 

91 _ 32148 

97 _ - 32567 

49 CFR 

171—. 32615 

172 _ 32615 

173 __-. - 32615 

174 _ 32615 

175 _ — 32615 

177 __— . . 32615 

178 _ 32615 

389 .:___ 32561 

390 _ 32561 

391 ..-.- 32561 

396 _ 32561 

397 . 32561 

393 _ — 32135 

571 .. 32030, 32321,32739 

1033—_ — - 32137,32138 

1300 . 31905 

1307 _ 31905 

Proposed Rules: 

172 __—- 32624 

173 . - 32624 

177 __—. . 32624 

178 _ 32624 

179 _ 32624 

395 _ 32620 

571 _ 32624 

575 _ 32563 

810 . 32298 

1204 _ 32333 

1260 . 32333 

1261 - 32333 


46 CFR 

401_-__ 32739 

Proposed Rules: 

30_32147 

31— . — 32147 

32— _ 32147 

33— _ 32147 

34 _ 32147 

35 _ — 32147 

151. — 32147 

531_ 32036 


50 CFR 


20.. 31883 

32 _ 32030, 

32031, 32116, 32117, 32330, 32331. 

32739-32741 

33 . 31894 

216. 32117 

Proposed Rules: 

32.31907,31908 
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reminders 

(The items In this list were editorially compiled as an aid to Federal Register users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no legal 
significance. Since this list is intended as a reminder, it does not include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.) 


Rules Going Into Effect Today 

This list includes only rules that were pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register after Octo¬ 
ber 1. 1972. 

page no. 
and date 

HUD—Nursing homes and intermediate 
care facilities mortgage insurance; 
supplemental loans; contract rights 
and obligations ... 28966; 8-12-74 

NEXT WEEK'S DEADLINES FOR COM¬ 
MENTS ON PROPOSED RULES 

AEC—Fuel processing plants; general 
design criteria and design criteria for 
protection of (2 documents); com¬ 
ments by 9-16-74 .... 26293; 26296 

DOT 

Freight cars; switching of placarded 
“dangerous"; comments by 9-20-74. 

29197; 8-14-74 
Transportation requirements by cryo¬ 
genic liquids; comments by 9-17-74. 

21166; 6-19-74 
Bumpers; Motor Vehicle Damage Stand¬ 
ard; comments by 9-16-74 29380; 

8-15-74 

NHTSA 

Motor vehicle safety standards; higher 
speed protection requirements; 
comments by 9-19-74 . 10273; 

3-19-74 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

Captafol; tolerances and exemptions for 
pesticide chemicals; comments by 

9-16-74 .. 29383; 8-15-74 

Compliance schedules for the District of 
Columbia; comments by 9-20-74. 

30167; 8-21-74 
Effluent limitations guidelines for the 
pressed and blown glass segment of 
glass manufacturing source category; 

comments by 9-20-74 . 30271 

Polyoxyethylated primary fatty amine; 
pesticide chemicals; comments by 

9-16-74 . 29383; 8-15-74 

Implementation plans and compliance 
schedules; Kansas; comments by 

9-16-74 . 29380; 8-15-74 

Inert ingredients in pesticide formula¬ 
tions; proposed exemptions from re¬ 
quirement of tolerance; comments by 
9-16-74.... . ... 29601; 8-16-74 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Cablecasting of certain programs; notice 
of proposed rulemaking and order for 
oral arguments; comments by 

16-74. 30498; 8-23-74 

Commercial radio operator licenses; new 
computation procedures for schedule 
of fees _ 30012; 8-19-74 


FM Broadcast stations; time of assign¬ 
ments; Nebraska; extension of time; 
comments by 9-16-74 30497; 

8-23-74 

Linking of amateur repeater stations; 
comments by 9-18-74 .... 20704; 

6-13-74 

Prime Time Access rule proceeding; ex¬ 
tension of time for comments. 

30497; 8-23-74 

Radio Receivers; minimum requirements 
for Maritime services; extension of 
time to 9—17—74_27332; 7-26-74 

Television broadcast stations for 
Alliance, Hay Springs, and Scottsbluff, 
Nebraska; reply comments by 9- 
20-74. 30955; 8-27-74; 

First published at.. 19230; 5-31-74 

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD 

Federal Savings and Loan Insurance 
Corporation; reporting requirements 
for insured institutions. 29937; 

8-19-74 

Savings and loan holding companies; 
amendments relating to consumer 
loans by multiple holding companies; 
comments by 9-16-74 29203; 

6- 14—74 

Federal Savings and Loan System; 
amendments relating to consumer 
loans by service corporations; com¬ 
ments by 9-16-74 29203; 8-14-74 

FMC—Water carriers in foreign com¬ 
merce of the United States; filing of 

tariffs. 26299; 7-18-74 

First published at 24520; 7-3-74 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 

Permanent marking for imitation politi¬ 
cal and imitation numismatic items; 
comments by 9-17-74. 26429; 

7- 19-74 

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Aid to families with dependent children; 
quality control program; comments 
by 9-18-74_ 29935; 8-19-74 

Material and child health and crippled 
childrens services and training; proj¬ 
ect grants to institutions of higher 
learning; comments by 9-18-74. 

30030; 8-19-74 

Office of Education 

Private non-profit schools; loans; com¬ 
ments by 9-17-74... 26749; 

7-23-74 

Medicaid and public assistance; blind¬ 
ness as a condition of eligibility. 

30495; 8-23-74 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

Bureal of Indian Affairs 

Pine River Indian Irrigation Project, 
Colorado; operation and mainte¬ 
nance charges; comments by 9- 

18-74 ... 29923; 8-19-74 

San Carlos Indian Irrigation Project 
Arizona; revision and rates; com¬ 
ments by 9-16-74 _ 29372; 

8-15-74 

LABOR DEPARTMENT 

OSHA 

Possible hazards of arsenic and of its 
inorganic compounds. 31644; 

8-30-74 

USD A 
AMS 

Lemons grown in California and Ari¬ 
zona; handlers reports; comments 

by 9-16-74_31532; 8-29-74 

Limitation of handling; potatoes 
(Irish) grown in Colorado in Area 
No. 2; comments by 9-20-74. 

31908; 9-3-74 
Tokay grapes grown in San Joaquin 
County, California; expenses, rate 
of assessment, and carryover of un¬ 
expended funds; comments by 
9-10-74 ... 29600; 8-16-74 

APHIS 

Meat and poultry products; labeling 
and official inspection marks. 

22152; 6-20-74 

CCC 

Cotton; determinations regarding ’75 
loan programs; comments by 

9-16-74_29375; 8-15-74 

Food and Nutrition Service 

Food Stamp Program; equitable im¬ 
plementation of work registration 
requirement; comments by 9- 

20-74 . 30151; 8-21-74 

Rural Electrification Administration 
REA specifications for rural telephone 
facilities; REA specification for 
buried plant houses; comments by 
9-16-74. 29600; 8-16-74 

NEXT WEEK'S HEARINGS 

Foreign-Trade Zones Board—Omaha, 
Nebraska; establishment of a foreign- 
trade zone; to be held in Omaha, 
Nebraska, 9-18-74 28191; 8-5-74 

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 
Office of Education 

Private non-profit schools; loans; to 
be held in Washington, D.C., on 

9-17-74 26749; 7-23-74 

State Vocational Education Programs; 
to be held in Washington, D.C., 9- 
20-74.27086; 7-24-74 


Till 
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labor department 

OSHA 

Possible hazards of arsenic and of 
it$ inorganic compounds 31644; 

8- 30-74 

NEXT WEEK'S MEETINGS 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 
FEDERAL PAY 

To be held at New York, N.Y. (closed) 

9-19 and 9-20-74.31544; 8-29-74 

advisory council on historic 

PRESERVATION 

Meeting; to be held at New Brunswick, 
New Jersey (open) 9-18-74. 

29949; 8-19-74 
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards; Subcommittee on Comanche 
Peak Steam Electric Station; to be 
held in Bedford, Texas (open with 
restrictions), 9-18-74 31683; 

8-30-74 

Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards Subcommittee on River Bend 
Station, Units 1 & 2; to be held in St. 
Francisville, Louisiana (open with 
restrictions) 9-21-74... 32346; 

9-6-74 

Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards Subcommittee on Summit 
Power Station; to be held in Newark, 
N J. (open with restrictions) 9-19-74. 

32047; 9-4-74 

Special Laser Fusion Advisory Panel; to 
be held at Livermore, California, 
(closed) 9-16-74 31358; 8-28-74 

CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION 

Connecticut State Advisory Committee; 
to be held in Meriden, Connecticut 
(open) 9-18-74 . 31942; 9-3-74 

New York State Advisory Committee; to 
be held in New York, New York (open) 
9-19-74.28669; 8-9-74 

Ohio State Advisory Committee; to be 
held at Cleveland, Ohio (open with 
restrictions) 9-21-74 ... 31547; 

8-29-74 

Utah State Advisory Committee; to be 
held at Salt Lake City, Utah (open with 
restrictions) 9-16-74 29044; 

8-13-74 

West Virginia State Advisory Committee; 
to be held in Charleston, West Virginia 
(contact committee chairman to 
attend) 9-19-74 ... 30537; 8-23-74 
COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

Semiconductor Technical Advisory 
Committee; to be held in Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. (open with restrictions) 

10-8-74. 32342; 9-6-74 

NBS 

Advisory Committee for International 
Legal Metrology; to be held at 
Gaithersburg, Md. (open with re¬ 
strictions) 9-17 and 9-18-74. 

31543; 8-29-74 

NOAA 

Marine Fisheries Advisory Committee; 
Subcommittee' on the National 
Fisheries Plan; to be held at Boston, 
Mass, (open) 9-18-74 32169; 

9- 5-74 


Marine Fisheries Advisory Committee; 
to be held at Woods Hole, Mass, 
(open) 9-18 thru 9-20-74. 

32169; 9-5-74 

SESA 

Census Advisory Committee of the 
American Statistical Association; to 
be held at Suitland, Maryland 
(limited seating) 9-19 and 9- 

20-74. 31354; 8-28-74 

Census Advisory Committee on Pri¬ 
vacy and Confidentiality; to be held 
in Suitland, Maryland, (limited 
seating, contact program planning 
office) 9-16-74 30533; 8-23-74 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Air Force Department 

USAF Scientific Advisory Board; to be 
held at Wright-Patterson Air Force 
Base, Ohio (closed) 9-19-74. 

32159; 9-5-74 
USAF Scientific Advisory Board ad hoc 
Committee on Electro-Optics Tech¬ 
nology; to be held in Washington, 
D.C. (closed) 9-23 and 9-24-74. 

32337; 9-6-74 
USAF Scientific Advisory Board Com¬ 
mittee on B—1 Aerodynamics; to 
be held in Los Angeles, California 
(closed) 10-8 and 10-9-74. 

32337; 9-6-74 

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 

Coast Guard 

Boating Safety Advisory B Council; to 
be held in Washington, D.C. (open), 
9-19 and 9-20-74. 31680; 

8-30-74 

Subcommittee of the Boating Safety 
Advisory Council; to be held in 
Washington, D.C. (open), 9-18-74. 

31681; 8-30-74 

Defense Communications Agency— 
DCA Scientific Advisory Group; to be 
held at Arlington, Virginia (closed) 
9-19 and 9-20-74 30958; 

8-27-74 

NHTSA 

National Motor Vehicle Safety Ad¬ 
visory Council; to be held at Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. (open), 9-18 and 

9-19-74 .. 30375; 8-22-74 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

Effluent Standards and Water Quality 
Information Advisory Committee; to 
be held in Denver, Colorado (open) 

10-8-74 .32352; 9-6-74 

Hazardous Materials Advisory Commit¬ 
tee; to be held in Arlington, Virginia 
(open) 9-17-74 .... 30539; 8-23-74 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Cable Television Technical Advisory 

Committee Panel Chairmen & Execu¬ 
tive Committee; to be held at Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. (open) 9-16-74. 

32056; 9-4-74 

Cable Television Technical Advisory 

Committee (CTAC) Panel 4 (Class II 
Non-Broadcast) Cable Television 

Channels; to be held at Washington 
D.C. (open) 9-17-74...... 31362; 

8-28-74 


Cable Television Technical Advisory 
Committee (CTAC) Panel 6 (Technical 
Operations); to be held at Washington, 

D.C. (open) 9-17-74 . 31362; 

8-28-74 

FEDERAL MEDIATION AND CON¬ 
CILIATION SERVICE 

Arbitration Services Advisory Commit¬ 
tee; to be held at Washington, D.C. 
(open) 9-19-74._ 31362; 8-28-74 

FEDERAL PREVAILING RATE ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Pay systems for Federal prevailing rate 
employees; to be held in Washington, 

D.C. (closed) 9-19-74 . 29439; 

8-15-74 

HEALTH. EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Clinical Psychopharmacology Research 
Review Committee; to be held at 
Rockville, Maryland (open with re¬ 
strictions) 9-16 and 9-17-74. 

30372; 8-22-74 
Experimental Psychology Research Re¬ 
view Committee; to be held at Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. (open with restrictions) 
9-19 and 9-20-74 30372; 8-22-74 
Narcotic Addiction and Drug Abuse Re¬ 
view Committee; to be held at Rock¬ 
ville, Md. (open with restrictions) 
9-18 through 9-20-74 30373; 

8-22-74 

National Advisory Council on Alcohol 
Abuse and Alcoholism; to be held at 
Rockville, Maryland (open) 9-16 and 

9-17-74 ... 30372; 8-22-74 

National Advisory Mental Health Council; 
to be held at Rockville, Maryland 
(open) 9-16 and 9-17-74 30372; 

8-22-74 

Personality and Cognition Research Re¬ 
search Review Committee; to be held 
at Bethesda, Maryland (open with re¬ 
strictions) 9-21 and 9-22-74. 

30372; 8-22-74 
Alcohol, Drug Abuse and Mental Health 
Administration 

Alcohol Training Review Committee; 
to be held at Rockville, Maryland 
(open) 9-23 and 9-24-74. 

30374; 8-22-74 

CDC 

Safety and Occupational Health Study 
Section; to be held at Rockville, 
Maryland (open with restrictions) 
9-19 and 9-20-74 30961; 

8-27-74 

FDA 

Six advisory committee meetings to 
be held the week of 9-16 thru 9- 
20-74; (open) to be held in Rock¬ 
ville, Md . 30521; 8-23-74 

HRA 

Cooperative Health Statistics Advisory 
Committee; to be held at Arlington, 
Virginia (open) 9-16 thru 9-18-74. 

29016; 8-13-74 

NIH 

National Heart and Lung Advisory 
Council; to be held at NIH, Building 
31. (Open) 9-19 and 9-20-74. 

27339; 7-26-74 
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Study sections; to be held at Bethesda 
and Chevy Chase, Maryland (open 
with restrictions) 9-22 thru 9- 

29-74 . 28922; 8-12-74 

Therapeutic Evaluations Committee; 
to be held at Bethesda, Maryland 
(open 8:30 to 9:30 and closed 
9:30 to adjournment) 9-23-74. 

29017; 8-13-74 
Tropical Medicine and Parasitology 
Study Section, Division of Research 
Grants; to be held at Bethesda, 
Maryland (open with restrictions) 
9-16-74 thru 9-18-74 ... 31354; 

8-28-74 

Vision Research Program Committee; 
to be held at Bethesda, Maryland 
(open 9-19 and closed 9-20) 9- 
19 and 9-29-74 29017; 8-13-74 
Education Office 

National Advisory Council on Adult 
Education; to be held in Portland, 
Oregon (open) 9-19 through 9- 

21-74 ._ 31939; 9-3-74 

Social Security Administration 

Advisory Council on Social Security; 
to be held in Washington, D.C. 
(open) 9-21 and 9-22-74. 

31940; 9-3-74 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

Land Management Bureau 

Coos Bay District Advisory Board; to 
be held in Coos Bay, Oregon (open) 

9-26-74. . 32337; 9-6-74 

National Park Service 

Cape Cod National Seashore Advisory 
Committee; to be held at South 
Wellfleet, Mass, (open with restric¬ 
tions) 9-20-74 32166; 9-5-74 

Gateway National Recreation Area Ad¬ 
visory Commission; to be held in 
Staten Island, New York (open with 
restrictions) 9-25-74 ... 32338; 

9-6-74 

Midwest Regional Advisory Commit¬ 
tee; to be held at Duluth, Minnesota 
(open) 9-19 and 9-20-74. 

29011; 8-13-74 

LABOR DEPARTMENT 

Office of the Secretary 

Advisory Committee on Women to the 
Secretary of Labor; to be held in 
Washington, D.C. (open) 9-24 and 

9-25-74 . 32367; 9-6-74 

Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration 

Standards Advisory Committee on 
Hazardous Materials Labeling; to be 
held at Washington, D.C. (open) 
9-19 and 9-20-74 . 32072; 

9-4-74 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 
OCEANS AND ATMOSPHERE 

To be held in Washington, D.C. (open) 
9-16 and 9-17-74.. 30971; 8-27-74 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL ON 
ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY 

National Advisory Council on Economic 
Opportunity; to be held at Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. (open) 9-16-74 30387; 

8-22-74 


NASA 

NASA Research and Technology Advisory 
Committee on Materials and Struc¬ 
tures; to be held at Renton, Wash, 
(open with restrictions) 9-19 and 
9-20-74 . 32069; 9-4-74 

NATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE REVIEW 
OF FEDERAL AND STATE LAWS RE¬ 
LATING TO WIRETAPPING AND 
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE 
To be held at Washington, D.C. (open) 
9-16 and 9-17-74 32194; 9-5-74 

NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE 
HUMANITIES 

Advisory Committee Planning Panel; to 
be held at Washington, D.C. (closed) 
9-19 and 9-20-74 30974; 8-27-74 
Summer Seminar Panel; to be held in 
Washington, D.C. (closed) 9-21, 23, 
27, 30, -74. . 29622; 8-16-74 

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS 
AND HUMANITIES 

National Endowment for the Arts— 
Artists-in Schools Advisory Panel; to 
be held at Notre Dame, Indiana 
(closed) 9-22 through 9-24-74. 

30387; 8-22-74 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

Marshall District Advisory Council; to be 
held at Nacogdoches, Texas 9-17-74. 

30388; 8-22-74 
Minneapolis District Advisory Council; to 
be held in St. Cloud, Minnesota, 9- 

25-74 . 32364; 9-6-74 

Salt Lake City District Advisory Council; 
to be held in Ogden, Utah 9-20-74. 

32364; 9-6-74 

STATE DEPARTMENT 

Federal Employees Pay Council; (closed) 

9-18-74 . . 29618; 9-16-74 

Lav/ of the Sea Advisory Committee; to 
be held in Washington, D.C. (closed) 
9-19-74 and 9-20-74; (open) 9- 

21-74. 31924; 9-3-74 

National Review Board for the Center for 
Cultural and Technical Interchange 
Between East and West; to be held in 
Washington, D.C. (open with restric¬ 
tions) 9-30-74 . 32336; 9-6-74 

Study Group 1 of the U.S. National Com¬ 
mittee for the International Telegraph 
and Telephone Consultative Commit¬ 
tee (CCITT); to be held in Washington, 
D.C. (open with restrictions) 9-17-74, 
29391; 8-15-74 
U.S. Advisory Commission on Inter¬ 
national Educational and Cultural 
Affairs; to be held in Washington, D.C. 
(open with restrictions) 9-24-74. 

32336; 9-6-74 

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

Forest Service— 

Condor Advisory Committee; to be 
held in Pasadena, California (open) 

10-2-74 ... .32339; 9-6-74 

Modoc National Forest Grazing Ad¬ 
visory Board; to be held in Alturas, 
California (open) 10-8-74.. 32339; 

9-6-74 

Pacific Crest National Scenic Trail Ad¬ 
visory Council; to be held at Med¬ 
ford, Oregon (open) 9-20-74. 

32168; 9-5-74 


Weekly List of Public Laws 

This is a listing of public bills enacted by 
Congress and approved by the President, together 
with the law number, the date of approval, and 
the U.S. Statutes citation. Subsequent lists will 
appear every Wednesday in the FEDERAL REG¬ 
ISTER and copies of the laws may be obtained 
from the U.S. Government Printing Office. 

H.R. 2 . Pub. Law 93-406 

Employee Retirement Income Security 
Act of 1974 

(Sept. 1, 1974; 88 Stat. 829) 

H.R. 3620.Pub. Law 93-402 

Great Dismal Swamp National Wildlife 
Refuge, Va.-N.C., establishment 
(Aug. 30, 1974; 88 Stat. 801) 

H.R. 6485.Pub. Law 93-411 

Tobacco marketing quota provisions, 
amendment 

(Sept. 3, 1974; 88 Stat. 1089) 

H.R. 11864 .Pub. Law 93-409 

Solar Heating and Cooling Demonstra¬ 
tion Act of 1974 
(Sept. 3, 1974; 88 Stat. 1069) 

H.R. 13999.Pub. Law 93-413 

National Science Foundation Authoriza¬ 
tion Act, 1975 

(Sept. 4, 1974; 88 Stat. 1093) 

H.R. 14402 .... Pub. Law 93-397 

Air Force officers, increases 
(Aug. 29, 1974; 88 Stat. 795) 

H.R. 14920 Pub. Law93-410 

Geothermal Energy Research, Develop¬ 
ment, and Demonstration Act of 1974 
(Sept. 3, 1974; 88 Stat. 1079) 

H.R. 15205. .. Pub. Law 93-403 

Natural Gas Pipeline Safety Act Amend¬ 
ments 

(Aug. 30, 1974; 88 Stat. 802) 

H.R. 15581.Pub. Law 93-405 

District of Columbia Appropriation Act, 
1975 

H.R. 15842 . Pub. Law 93-407 

District of Columbia, firemen, teachers, 
increase; retired teachers, annuities in¬ 
crease; real property taxes 
(Sept. 3, 1974; 88 Stat. 1036) 

H.R. 16027.Pub. Law 93-404 

Interior and Related Agencies Appro¬ 
priation Act, 1975 
(Aug. 31, 1974; 88 Stat. 803) 

S. 1871 .. Pub. Law 93-408 

Youth Conservation Corps Act of 1972, 
amendment 

(Sept. 3, 1974; 88 Stat. 1066) 

S. 2510 Pub. Law 93-400 

Office of Federal Procurement Policy Act 
(Aug. 30, 1974; 88 Stat. 796) 

S. 3703. Pub. Law 93-412 

District of Columbia Criminal Justice 
Act 

(Sept. 3, 1974; 88 Stat. 1089) 

S. J. Res. 220 .Pub. Law 93-398 

Dr. William A. M. Burden, appointment 
as citizen regent of the Smithsonian 
Institution Board of Regents 
(Aug. 30. 1974; 88 Stat. 795) 

S. J. Res. 221.Pub. Law 93-399 

Dr. Caryl P. Haskins, appointment as citi¬ 
zen regent of the Smithsonian Board of 
Regents 

(Aug. 30, 1974; 88 Stat. 795) 

S. J. Res. 222 Pub. Law 93-401 

Dr. Murray Gell-Mann, appointment as 
citizen regent of the Smithsonian Insti¬ 
tution Board of Regents 
(Aug. 30, 1974; 88 Stat. 800) 
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rules and regulations 

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of which are 
keyed to and codified in the Code of Federal Regulations, which is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed in the first FEDERAL 
REGISTER Issue of each month. 


Title 7—Agriculture 

CHAPTER II—FOOD AND NUTRITION 
SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

PART 210—NATIONAL SCHOOL LUNCH 
PROGRAM 

PART 225—SPECIAL FOOD SERVICE 
PROGRAM FOR CHILDREN 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 74-19856 appearing at page 
31514 in the issue for Thursday, August 
29, 1974. make the following corrections: 

1. The 17th line of the first paragraph 
of the 3rd column on page 31514 which 
now reads “to the use of more than al¬ 
ternate food” should read “to the use of 
more than one alternate food.” 

2. On page 31515, the 2nd line of para¬ 
graph (4) Slicing Character of Appendix 
A to Part 210 which now reads “will slice 
toa3?4"x3%" gram slice with-” should 
read “will slice to a 3&" x 3&" 21 gram 
slice with-”. 


CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET¬ 
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE¬ 
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEGE¬ 
TABLES, NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 

PART 993—DRIED PRUNES PRODUCED 
IN CALIFORNIA 

Salable and Reserve Percentages, Handler 
Reserve Obligation, and Undersized 
Prune Regulation for the 1974-75 Crop 

Year 

Notice was published in the July 24, 
1974, issue of the Federal Register (39 
PR 26913), on proposals recommended 
by the Prune Administrative Committee 
to establish for the 1974-75 crop year (1) 
salable and reserve percentages for Cali¬ 
fornia dried prunes of 75 and 25 percent, 
respectively, and in connection there¬ 
with, the required composition of each 
handler’s reserve obligation, and (2) an 
undersized prune regulation for prunes 
received by handlers from producers and 
dehydrators. The proposals were in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of the mar¬ 
keting agreement, as amended, and Or¬ 
der No. 993, as amended (7 CFR Part 
993), regulating the handling of dried 
prunes produced in California, effective 
under the Agricultural Marketing Agree¬ 
ment Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 
601-674). 

In arriving at these recommendations, 
the Committee considered various esti¬ 
mates including one that California’s 
1974 production of prunes would approxi¬ 
mate 155,000 tons. These estimates re¬ 
sulted in computed percentages of 82 
percent salable and 18 percent reserve. 


To protect against possible errors in esti¬ 
mation, the Committee included a seven 
percent adjustment in its recommenda¬ 
tion, and thus the proposal to establish a 
salable percentage of 75 percent and a 
reserve percentage of 25 percent for the 
1974-75 crop year. Information received 
by the Department since publication of 
the notice indicates that adverse weather 
conditions during July affected Califor¬ 
nia’s 1974 prime production so that the 
production will apparently not exceed 
155,000 tons, and could be less. Thus, 
there is no need for the seven percent 
adjustment to protect against error in 
estimation included in the proposal pub¬ 
lished in the notice, and the salable and 
reserve percentages established for the 
1974-75 crop year should be 82 percent 
and 18 percent, respectively. 

The percentages apply to all primes, 
excluding undersized prunes, received by 
handlers from producers and dehydra¬ 
tors during that crop year. Each han¬ 
dler’s reserve obligation will reflect the 
average marketable content of his re¬ 
ceipts, consistent with field pricing size 
categories, and the obligation will be 
the weighted average count per pound of 
all lots within each such category, as 
computed from inspection analysis. 

The notice also contained a proposal 
to establish an undersized prune regula¬ 
tion for the. 1974-75 crop year pursuant 
to § 993.49(c). Under this regulation, 
French variety primes of a diameter of 
23/32 inch or less, and non-French 
prunes of a diameter of 28/32 inch or 
less, are undersized prunes. Undersized 
prunes cannot be marketed by handlers 
for human consumption, but can be dis¬ 
posed of by them for nonhuman con¬ 
sumption purposes such as livetock feed. 
Undersized prunes received by handlers 
are not subject to volume regulation. In 
addition, undersized prunes are not in¬ 
spected for the determination of grade 
defects. It is estimated that the 1974 pro¬ 
duction of California prunes will con¬ 
tain about 3,100 tons of undersized 
prunes. In order to establish an under¬ 
sized regulation for the 1974-75 crop 
year, it is necessary t o inc lude a new sub¬ 
part in Part 993 (7 CFR Part 993) en¬ 
titled Subpart—Undersized Prune Regu¬ 
lation. and the undersized prune regula¬ 
tion for that year included in that sub¬ 
part in a § 993.401 entitled Undersized 
prune regulation for the 1974-75 crop 
year. 

The notice afforded interested persons 
an opportunity to submit written data, 
views, or arguments on the proposal, and 
12 such comments were received. One 
comment was received from the Com¬ 
mittee and recommended changes in cer¬ 


tain of the field pricing size categories 
proposed to be set forth in paragraph (c) 
of § 993.210 to conform with field pricing 
size categories generally used in the Cali¬ 
fornia prune industry. The size categories 
recommended to be changed appear 
under the heading “Standard French 
Prunes”. The Committee recommended 
that “71/80” be changed to “71/81”, 
“81/101” be changed to “82/101”, “122 or 
more” be separated into two categories— 
“122/135” and “136 or more”. These 
changes should be made so as to con¬ 
form with the field pricing size categories 
generally used in the industry. 

One comment favored the proposals to 
establish a volume regulation and an 
undersized prune regulation for the 
1974-75 crop year, and recommended the 
same changes in the field pricing size 
categories recommended by the Commit¬ 
tee. The proponent indicated that the 
Committee’s marketing policy estimates 
(as published in the notice) are reason¬ 
able based on information available to 
the Committee as of the date of its 
deliberations. Proponent also indicated 
that by exercising an undersized regula¬ 
tion and by applying an adjustment for 
possible error in estimation, the Commit¬ 
tee, in its marketing policy deliberations 
utilized important provisions in the order 
consistent with a good objective ap¬ 
praisal of conditions facing the orderly 
marketing of the 1974 crop. As indicated 
previously, the seven percent adjustment 
for possible errors in estimation should 
not be made. 

Ten comments opposed the proposals 
in whole or in part. All ten expressed 
opposition to the establishment of a 
volume regulation. One comment also 
expressed opposition to the establish¬ 
ment of an undersized regulation, but 
failed to give any reason for this opposi¬ 
tion. Three commentators either favored 
the undersized regulation proposed in 
the notice or a regulation in which small 
or offgrade prunes would be placed in 
the reserve, or small prunes excluded 
from human consumption outlets. 

The comments in opposition to the per¬ 
centages proposed in the notice stated 
that: The percentages would be a hard¬ 
ship on small growers; weather condi¬ 
tions adversely affected the quality of 
California’s 1974 prunes; the reserve 
should be made up of the least valuable 
portion of the crop: there is no over- 
supply of prunes: there is no oversupply 
of foods competitive with prunes; the 
reserve does not create orderly market¬ 
ing; the reserve eliminates cash outlay 
by handlers for 25 percent of the crop: 
the reserve causes growers to pay to 
maintain part of the crop in handler 
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storage; the reserve procedures estab¬ 
lished by the Committee enable handlers 
to trade old crop undesirable primes for 
more desirable new crop prunes; and 
establishment of a reserve eliminates 
price bargaining between growers and 
handlers on that tonnage. 

The influence of inclement weather 
upon California’s 1974 prime production 
has been recognized by removal of the 
seven percent adjustment for possible 
errors in estimations. However, the esti¬ 
mated production of 155,000 tons coupled 
with the estimated carryout of about 
53,000 tons on July 31, 1974 (indications 
now are that this carryout exceeds 54,000 
tons), results in a supply of prunes in 
excess of 1974-75 requirements (trade 
demand plus desirable carryout) by 
about 27,500 tons. This quantity is of 
sufficient magnitude so as to warrant 
establishment of a volume regulation for 
the 1974-75 crop year to permit orderly 
marketing of the supply of prunes. 

Comments dealing with reserve pool 
procedures or with matters not dealing 
with the basis for establishment of vol¬ 
ume regulation for 1974-75 crop year are 
not relevant to the issues in the rulemak¬ 
ing procedure. 

After consideration of all relevant 
matter presented, including that in the 
notice, the information and recommen¬ 
dation of the Committee, the comments 
submitted pursuant to the notice, and 
other available information: 

a. It is found that to establish the 
salable and reserve percentages and the 
required composition of each handler’s 
reserve obligation for the 1974-75 crop 
year, as hereinafter set forth, will tend 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act. 

b. The Committee’s determination 
that supply conditions for the 1974-75 
crop year warrant an undersized regula¬ 
tion, is hereby concurred in, and a new 
subpart entitled Subpart—Undersized 
Prune Regulation is included in Part 
993 (7 CFR Part 993), and the under¬ 
sized regulation for the 1974-75 crop year 
Is prescribed in § 993.401 of that subpart. 

Therefore, the salable and reserve per¬ 
centages for prunes and handler reserve 
obligation, and the undersized regulation 
for the 1974-75 crop year shall be as 
follows: 

1. Salable and reserve percentages and 
handler reserve obligation for the 1974- 
75 crop year: 

§ 993.210 Salable and reserve percent¬ 
ages for prunes and handler reserve 
obligation for the 1974—75 crop 
year. 

(a) Percentages. The salable and re¬ 
serve percentages for the 1974-75 crop 
year shall be 82 percent and 18 percent, 
respectively. 

(b) Reserve obligation. The reserve 
obligation of each handler shall, in ac¬ 
cordance with § 993.56, be a weight of 
natural condition prunes equal to the 
sum of the results of applying the reserve 
percentages to the natural condition 
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weight of each lot of prunes received by 
him from producers and dehydrators, 
excluding the quantity of undersized 
prunes determined pursuant to § 993.49 

(c). The reserve obligation shall be com¬ 
prised of natural condition prunes by 
variety and standard and substandard 
grade, and shall be consistent with the 
receipt by field pricing size categories: 
Provided, That a handler’s reserve obli¬ 
gation with respect to all prunes received 
from producers and dehydrators shall be 
the weighted average size count of 
prunes exclusive of undersized prunes in 
all such lots within each such category, 
as computed from inspection analysis. 

(c) Field pricing size categories. The 
field pricing size categories by variety 
and grade expressed in minimum and 
maximum numbers of prunes per pound 
for each are as follows: 

Standard French prunes—33 or less, 
34/50. 51/60, 61/70, 71/81, 82/101, 102/ 
121, 122/135, and 136 or more; 

Substandard French prunes—70 or 
less, 71/101, and 102 or more; 

Standard non-French prunes—24 or 
less. 25/29, 30/33, 34/40; and 

Substandard non-French prunes—70 
or larger. 71/101, and 102 or more. 

2. Add a new subpart. Subpart—Un¬ 
dersized Prune Regulation, to Part 993 
(7 CFR Part 993) and include a 
§ 993.401 in that subpart as follows: 

Subpart—Undersized Prune Regulation 

§993.401 Undersized prune regulation 
for the 1974—75 crop year. 

Pursuant to § 993.49(c), an undersized 
prune regulation for the 1974-75 crop 
year is hereby established. Undersized 
prunes are prunes which pass freely 
through a round opening as follows: For 
French prunes, 23/32 inch in diameter; 
for non-French prunes, 28/32 inch in 
diameter. 

It is further found that good cause ex¬ 
ists for not postponing the effective time 
of this action until 30 days after publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
553) in that: (1) The relevant provisions 
of said amended marketing agreement 
and this part require that salable and 
reserve percentages established for a 
particular crop year shall be applicable 
to all prunes received during the crop 
year by handlers from producers and de¬ 
hydrators. excluding the quantity of un¬ 
dersized prunes determined pursuant to 
5 993.49(c); (2) the provisions of the 
amended marketing agreement and this 
part also require that an undersized reg¬ 
ulation established for a particular crop 
year shall be applicable to all prunes re¬ 
ceived during the crop year by handlers 
from producers and dehydrators; (3) the 
current crop year began on August 1, 
1974, and the percentages and undersized 
regulation established herein will apply 
automatically to such prunes beginning 
with such date; and (4) handlers are 
beginning to receive prunes in volume 
and no useful purpose would be served 
by delaying the effective time of this 
action. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: September 5, 1974. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Deputy Director, 
Fruit and Vegetable Division. 
[FR Doc.74-21002 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 amj 


Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

{Docket No. 74-SO-35; Arndt. 39-1953] 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 
HRS/H19 Military Surplus Helicopters 

A proposal to amend Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations to include 
an airworthiness directive requiring that 
all HRS/H-19 series Helicopters comply 
with all ADs issued on S-55 series heli¬ 
copters was published in 39 FR page 
14979. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the mak¬ 
ing of the amendment. No objections 
were received. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (31 FR 13697), 
§ 39.13 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions is amended by adding the following 
new airworthiness directive: 

Sikorsky. —Applies to aU HRS/H-19 Series 
Helicopters Certificated in all Categories 

Compliance with each of the following Air¬ 
worthiness Directives for the Sikorsky S-55 
Series Helicopters is required, except that 
the effective date of each wUl be the effective 
date of this Airworthiness Directive: 54-1-3, 
54-13-1, 54-16-1, 54-19-2, 54-20-2, 55-25-4, 
56-16-3, 56-23-3, 60-13-4, 63-5-2 (AD 63-5-2 
extended Service life to 1200 hours when 
operating in the Restricted Category and over 
sparsely populated areas), 65-6-2, 66-4-3 (AD 

66- 4-3 extended service life to 3500 hours, 
when operating in the Restricted Category 
and over sparsely populated areas), 67-17-6, 

67- 29-7 and 71-26-3. 

This amendment becomes effective 
September 10, 1974. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958; Sec. 6(c), Department of Trans¬ 
portation Act) 

Issued in East Point, Georgia on Au¬ 
gust 28, 1974. 

P. M. Swatek, 
Director , Southern Region. 
{FR Doc.74-20948 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


{Airspace Docket No. 74-GL-22] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON¬ 
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation of Transition Area 

On Page 26754 of the Federal Register 
dated July 23, 1974, the Federal Aviation 
Administration published a Notice of 
Proposed Rule Making which would 
amend Section 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
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designate a transition area at Win¬ 
chester, Indiana. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
to submit written comments, suggestions 
or objections regarding the proposed 
amendment. 

No objections have been received and 
the proposed amendment is hereby 
adopted, subject to the following change: 

Tlie citation heading should be recited 
as “In Section 71.181 (39 FR 440). the 
following transition area is added: " 

This amendment shall be effective 
0901 G.m.t., November 7, 1974. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1348); sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c))) 

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois, on 
August 23, 1974. 

R. O. Ziegler, 

Acting Director , 
Great Lakes Region. 

In 8 71.171 (39 FR 354), the following 
control zone is added: 

Winchester, Ind. 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius 
of Randolph County Airport (latitude 
40*10T6" N., longitude 84°55T6" W.); within 
2.5 miles either side of the 111° bearing ex¬ 
tending from the 5 mile radius to 6 miles 
southeast of the airport. 

(FR Doc.74-20947 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am] 


Title 21—Food and Drugs 

CHAPTER I—FOOD AND DRUG ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 

EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
SUBCHAPTER B—FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS 

PART 121—FOOD ADDITIVES 

Subpart D—Food Additives Permitted In 
Food for Human Consumption 

Modified Cottonseed Products 

A notice was published in the Federal 
Register of August 17, 1973 (38 FR 
22241), proposing that §121.1019 (21 
CFR 121.1019) be amended by changing 
the name of the modified cottonseed 
product designated as “extracted, de- 
glanded cottonseed flour" to “defatted 
cottonseed flour" and by further defin¬ 
ing the product in the regulation as con¬ 
taining less than 1 percent fat. The sim¬ 
plified name adequately describes the 
additive which is a dry, finely ground 
product with virtually all fat removed in 
the processing. This amendment was 
proposed in accordance with a petition 
(FAP 3A2912) submitted by Grain Proc¬ 
essing Corp., P.O. Box 341, Muscatine, IA 
52761. 

In response to the proposal, one com¬ 
ment was received. It suggested that the 
terminology “cottonseed flour" may be 
more appropriate than “defatted cotton¬ 
seed flour". It was stated that the prod¬ 
uct is generally analogous in its composi¬ 
tion and nutritional contribution to 
soybean flour. To permit the designation 
“soybean flour" while requiring that of 
“defatted cottonseed flour" implies a 
difference that does not exist. 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
concludes that the name “defatted cot¬ 
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tonseed flour" is appropriate and should 
be adopted. The conventionally produced 
soybean flour, whether it is full fat, low 
fat, or defatted, is regarded as food. On 
the other hand, cottonseed contains 
gossypol, a naturally occurring poly¬ 
phenol known to be toxic. Consequently, 
there is the necessity of modifying cot¬ 
tonseed for human consumption to re¬ 
duce gossypol (to safe levels not in excess 
of 450 ppm) by removal or destruction 
using heat or mechanical means. The 
gossypol is in the pigment glands. The 
subject process removes gossypol intact 
by a cyclone process while removing the 
fat by a solvent extraction procedure. 

Section 121.1019 was established to 
prescribe safe conditions of use for modi¬ 
fied cottonseed products as food addi¬ 
tives for human consumption. To assure 
safe use, § 121.1019 requires that the 
label of the food additive container 
declare the modified cottonseed product 
as named in the section to identify a food 
grade material. The designation “de¬ 
fatted" connotes a modified product, and 
thus unlike soybean flour, it is an impor¬ 
tant part of the product name in identi¬ 
fying food grade material. 

Having considered the comment re¬ 
ceived and other relevant information, 
the Commissioner concludes that § 121. 
1019 should be amended as proposed. 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 409(d), 72 Stat. 1787; 21 U.S.C. 
348(d)) and under authority delegated to 
the Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120), § 121. 
1019 is amended by revising paragraphs 

(a) (2) and (c) to read as follows: 

§ 121.1019 Modified cottonseed prod¬ 
ucts intended for human consump¬ 
tion. 

♦ • • • » 

(a) * • * 

(2) Decorticated, ground cottonseed 
kernels, in a process that utilizes 
n-hexane as an extracting solvent in 
such a way that no more than 60 parts 
per million of n-hexane residues and 
less than 1 percent fat by weight remain 
in the finished product. 

• • * * * 

(c) To assure safe use of the additive, 
the label of the food additive container 
shall bear, in addition to other informa¬ 
tion required by the act, the name of 
the additive as follows: 

(1) The additive identified in para¬ 
graph (a)(1) of this section as “par¬ 
tially defatted, cooked cottonseed flour." 

(2) The additive identified in para¬ 
graph (a) (2) of this section as “defatted 
cottonseed flour." 

Any person who will be adversely af¬ 
fected by the foregoing order may at any 
time on or before October 11, 1974 file 
with the Hearing Clerk, Food and Drug 
Administration, Rm. 4-65, 5600 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, MD 20852, written objec¬ 
tions thereto. Objections shall show 
wherein the person filing will be ad¬ 
versely affected by the order, specify with 
particularity the provisions of the order 
deemed objectionable, and state the 
grounds for the objections. If a hearing 


32735 

is requested, the objections shall state 
the issues for the hearing, shall be sup¬ 
ported by grounds factually and legally 
sufficient to justify the relief sought, and 
shall include a detailed description and 
analysis of the factual information in¬ 
tended to be presented in support of the 
objections in the event that a hearing is 
held. Objections may be accompanied by 
a memorandum or brief in support 
thereof. Six copies of all documents shall 
be filed. Received objections may be seen 
in the above office during working hours, 
Monday through Friday. 

Effective date. This order shall become 
effective September 11,1974. 

(Sec. 409(d), 72 Stat. 1787; 21 UJ3.C. 348(d)) 

Dated: September 4,1974. 

Sam D. Fine, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

|FR Doc.74-20926 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 ami 


SUBCHAPTER C—DRUGS 

PART 135a—NEW ANIMAL DRUGS FOR 
OPHTHALMIC AND TOPICAL USE 

Prednisolone Acetate-Neomycin Sulfate 
Sterile Suspension 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
has evaluated a new animal drug appli¬ 
cation (91-534V) filed by The Upjohn 
Co., Kalamazoo, MI 49001, proposing the 
safe and effective use of prednisolone 
acetate-neomycin sulfate sterile suspen¬ 
sion for the treatment of the eyes and 
ears of dogs and cats. The application is 
approved. 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(sec. 512(i), 82 Stat. 347; 21 U.S.C. 360b 
(i)) and under autho rity delegated to 
the Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120), Part 
135a is amended by adding the following 
new section: 

§ 135a.4-8 I’rcdnisolonr acetate-neomy¬ 
cin Milfutc sterile suspension. 

(a) Specifications. Prednisolone ace¬ 
tate-neomycin sulfate sterile suspension 
contains 2.5 milligrams of prednisolone 
acetate and 5 milligrams of neomycin 
sulfate (equivalent to 3.5 milligrams of 
neomycin base) in each milliliter of 
sterile suspension. 

(b) Sponsor. See code No. 037 in 
8135.501(c) of this chapter. 

(c) Conditions of use. (1) The drug is 
indicated for treating infectious, allergic 
and traumatic keratitis and conjunctivi¬ 
tis, acute otitis externa, and chronic otitis 
externa in dogs and cats. 

(2) For beginning treatment of acute 
ocular inflammations 1 or 2 drops may 
be placed in the conjunctival sac 3 to 6 
times during a 24 hour period. When im¬ 
provement occurs, the dosage may be 
reduced to 1 drop 2 to 4 times daily. In 
otitis externa, 2 to 6 drops may be placed 
in the external ear canal 2 or 3 times 
daily. 

(3) All topical ophthalmic preparations 
containing corticosteroids with or with¬ 
out an anti-microbial agent are con¬ 
traindicated in the initial treatment of 
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corneal ulcers. They should not be used 
until infection is under control and 
corneal regeneration is well underway. 

(4) Federal law restricts this drug to 
use by or on the order of a licensed 
veterinarian. 

Effective date. This order shall be ef¬ 
fective September 11, 1974. 

(Sec. 512(1), 82 Stat. 347; 21 US.C. 360b(l)) 

Dated: September 5, 1974. 

C. D. Van Houweling, 

Director, Bureau of 
Veterinary Medicine. 

|FR Doc.74-20928 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am) 


SUBCHAPTER C—DRUGS 

PART 135a—NEW ANIMAL DRUGS FOR 
OPHTHALMIC AND TOPICAL USE 

Gentamicin Sulfate, Betamethasone 
Valerate Otic Solution 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
has evaluated a supplemental new animal 
drug application (46-821V) filed by 
Schering Corp., 86 Orange St., Bloom¬ 
field, NJ 07003, proposing an additional 
indication for use for gentamicin sulfate, 
betamethasone valerate otic solution in 
dogs and cats. The supplemental appli¬ 
cation is approved. 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 512(i), 82 Stat. 347; 21 U.S.C. 
360b (i)) and under aut horit y delegated 
to the Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120), Part 
135a (21 CFR Part 135a) is amended in 
§ 135a.22 by revising paragraph (c)(1), 
by revising the present paragraph (c) (2) 
and by redesignating it as paragraph 
(c) (2) (i), and by adding a new para¬ 
graph (c) (2) (ii) as follows: 

§ 135a.22 Gentamicin sulfate, betameth¬ 
asone valerate otic solution. 

* • • * • 

(c) Conditions of use. (1) The drug is 
used or indicated for use in dogs in the 
treatment of acute and chronic otitis ex¬ 
terna caused by bacteria sensitive to 
gentamicin; the drug is also used or in¬ 
dicated for use in dogs and cats in the 
treatment of superficial infected lesions 
caused by bacteria sensitive to genta¬ 
micin. 

(2) (i) For the treatment of acute and 
chronic canine otitis externa caused by 
bacteria sensitive to gentamicin, the 
drug is administered by instillation of 3 
to 8 drops of solution into the ear canal 
twice daily for 7 to 14 days. Duration of 
treatment will depend upon the severity 
of the condition and the response ob¬ 
tained. The duration of treatment and/or 
frequency of the dosage may be reduced 
but care should be taken not to discon¬ 
tinue therapy prematurely. The external 
ear and ear canal should be properly 
cleaned and dried before treatment. Re¬ 
move foreign material, debris, crusted ex¬ 
udates, etc., with suitable nonirritating 
solutions. Excessive hair should be 
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clipped from the treatment area of the 
external ear. 

(ii) For the treatment of canine and 
feline superficial infected lesions caused 
by bacteria sensitive to gentamicin, the 
lesion and adjacent area should be prop¬ 
erly cleaned before treatment. Excessive 
hair should be removed. A sufficient 
amount of the drug should be applied to 
cover the treatment area. The drug 
should be administered twice daily for 
7 to 14 days. 


Effective date. This order shall be ef¬ 
fective September 11,1974. 

(Sec. 512(1), 82 Stat. 347; 21 U.S.C. 360b(i)) 

Dated: September 5, 1974. 

C. D. Van Houweling, 
Director, 

Bureau of Veterinary Medicine. 
(FR Doc.74-20927 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am) 


PART 135e—NEW ANIMAL DRUGS FOR 
USE IN ANIMAL FEEDS 

Pyrantel Tartrate 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
has evaluated a new animal drug appli¬ 
cation (97-258V) filed by Ralston Pu¬ 
rina Co., St. Louis, MO 63188, proposing 
safe and effective use of pyrantel tartrate 
as an anthelmintic in swine feed. The 
application is approved. Accordingly 21 
CFR 135e.64 is being amended to indi¬ 
cate an additional sponsor. 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 512(i), 82 Stat. 347; 21 U.S.C. 
360b(l)) and under authori ty d elegated 
to the Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120), 
§ 135e.64 is amended by revising para¬ 
graph (a) to read as follows: 

§ 135c.64 Pyrantel tartrate. 

(a) Approvals. Premix level of 10.6 
percent (48 grams per pound) granted 
to code Nos. 030 and 047 in § 135.501(c) 
of this chapter. 

• • • • • 

Effective date. This order shall be ef¬ 
fective September 11,1974. 

(Sec. 512(1), 82 Stat. 347; 21 U.S.C. 360b(i)) 

Dated: Septembers, 1974. 

C. D. Van Houweling, 
Director , Bureau of 
Veterinary Medicine. 

[FR Doc.74-20931 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


SUBCHAPTER D—DRUGS FOR HUMAN USE 

PART 331—ANTACID PRODUCTS FOR 
OVER-THE-COUNTER (OTC) HUMAN USE 

PART 332—ANTIFLATULENT PRODUCTS 
FOR OVER-THE-COUNTER (OTC) HU¬ 
MAN USE 

Final Order for Antacid and Antiflatulent 
Products Generally Recognized as Safe 
and Effective and Not Misbranded; 
Correction 

In FR Doc.74-12666 appearing at page 
19862 In the Issue of Tuesday, June 4. 
1974, the following corrections are made; 


1. On page 19874 in the left column, 
the first full sentence is corrected to read 
“Products which do not meet both of 
these requirements shall be subject to 
the requirements for Category n 
products.” 

2. On page 19874 in the center column 
at the end of paragraph No. 3 under “B 
Labeling ” the following paragraph is 
inserted : 

All correspondence relating to these 
conditions should be submitted to the 
Assistant Director for Implementation. 
OTC Drug Products Evaluation Staff. 
Food and Drug Administration, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville. MD 20852. 

3. On page 19876 in the center column. 
§ 331.29 is corrected by changing the sec¬ 
ond sentence to read as follows: 

§ 331.29 Test modification*. 

• • • Any proposed modification and 
the data to support it shall be submitted 
to the Assistant Director for Implemen¬ 
tation, OTC Drug Products Evaluation 
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, 
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20852, 
for approval prior to use. 

Dated: September 4,1974. 

Sam D. Fine, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

[FR Doc.74-20925 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 amj 


Title 24—Housing and Urban Development 

CHAPTER IV—OFFICE OF ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY FOR HOUSING MANAGE 
MENT, DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING 
AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

[Docket No. R-74-291 ] 

SUBCHAPTER A—INSURED MULTIFAMILY 
HOUSING—MANAGEMENT AND MORTGAGE 
SERVICING 

PART 401—NOTICE TO TENANTS AND 
CONSIDERATION OF THEIR COM¬ 
MENTS IN EFFECTING RENT IN¬ 
CREASES 

Subpart A—Procedures for Requesting In¬ 
creases in Maximum Permissible Rents 
for Certain Subsidized Projects 

SUBCHAPTER B—LOW-RENT PUBLIC HOUSING 
MANAGEMENT 

PART 410—INCOME LIMITS, RENTS, AND 
OCCUPANCY 

Subpart G—Rent Schedules and Rent 
Systems 

Interim Rule 

The Department of Housing and Ur¬ 
ban Development is adding to Chapter 
IV of Title 24 two new subchapters: (1) 
Subchapter B, “Low-Rent Public Hous¬ 
ing Management,” a new Part 410, ‘‘In¬ 
come Limits, Rents, and Occupancy.” 
a new Subpart G, “Rent Schedules 
and Rent Systems.” and new §§410.71 
through 410.74, “Notice to Tenants and 
Consideration of Their Comments in 
Making Changes to Rent Schedules.” 
The new sections set forth the pro¬ 
cedures to be followed by local housing 
authorities (LHA’s) in requesting the 
Department's approval of changes in 
rent schedules which may result in rent 
increases for occupancy of dwelling 
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units assisted under the United States 
Housing Act of 1937, as amended. The 
procedures include (i) notification to 
tenants of the intention to submit to the 
Department (HUD) a request for ap¬ 
proval of such a change in rent 
schedules; (ii) an opportunity for 
tenants to make written comments on 
the proposed changes in rent schedules 
to the LHA and HUD; and (iii) after 
HUD has considered all the submitted 
material, notification by the LHA to 
tenants of the reasons for approval or 
disapproval; and (2) Subchapter A, “In¬ 
sured Multifamily Housing—Manage¬ 
ment and Mortgage Servicing,” a new 
Part 401 “Notice to Tenants and Con¬ 
sideration of Their Comments in Effect¬ 
ing Rent Increases,” and a new Subpart 
I A, "Procedures for Requesting Increases 
in Maximum Permissible Rents for 
Certain Subsidized Projects.” The new 
subpart sets forth the procedures to be 
followed by mortgagors of multifamily 
projects (with the exception of coopera¬ 
tive housing mortgagor corporations or 
associations) which receive the benefit 
of subsidy in the form of below-market 
interest rates pursuant to section 221(d) 

(3) and (5) or interest reduction pay¬ 
ments pursuant to section 236 of the Na¬ 
tional Housing Act or rent supplement 
payments under section 101 of the Hous¬ 
ing and Urban Development Act of 1965, 
when they wish to obtain approval by 
HUD of an increase in the maximum 
permissible rents that they can charge 
their tenants. The procedures include: 

(1) Notification to the tenants of in¬ 
tent to request approval of an increase 
in the maximum permissible rents; (2) 
an opportunity for tenants to make 
written comments on the proposed in¬ 
crease to the mortgagor and to HUD; 
and (3) after HUD has considered all 
the submitted material, notification to 
the tenants of the reasons for approval 
or disapproval. 

Tenant participation in proposals to 
change public housing schedules poten¬ 
tially resulting in increased rents them¬ 
selves and in proposals to increase maxi¬ 
mum permissible rents for various other 
subsidized housing projects are both 
highly desirable. Moreover, a uniform 
nationwide policy for tenant participa- 
I tion in both public and subsidized rent 
increase proposals is urgently needed. 
For this reason. Part 401 and Part 410 
are being issued as an interim rule which 
will become effective thirty days after 
publication in accordance with 5 U.S.C. 
553(d). However, the Department in¬ 
vites interested persons to submit data, 
views, and suggestions with respect to 
this rule, and is providing sixty days in 
lieu of the usual thirty in which to file 
comments. All relevant material received 
on or before Nov. 12, 1974, will be con¬ 
sidered by the Department before a final 
rule is adopted. Filings should refer to 
the above Docket number and should 
be filed in triplicate with the Rules 
Docket Clerk, Office of General Counsel, 
Room 10245, Department of Housing 
and Urban Development, 451 Seventh 
Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. 


Copies of comments submitted will be 
available during business hours at the 
above address for examination by in¬ 
terested persons. 

Chapter IV of Title 24 is amended as 
follows: 

1. A new Subchapter B is added to 
Chapter IV as follows: 

Subpart G—Rent Schedules and Rent Systems 
Notice to Tenants and Consideration of 
Their Comments in Making Changes 
to Rent Schedules 

Sec. 

410.71 Applicability of procedures. 

410.72 Notice to tenants. 

410.73 Request for approval of revisions to 

rent schedule. 

410.74 Notification of action on LHA re¬ 

quest. 

Authority: Sec 7(d) of the HUD Act (42 
U.S.C. 3535 (d)). 

Subpart G—Rent Schedules and Rent 
Systems 

§ 410.71 Applicability of procedures. 

Subject to the provisions of the United 
States Housing Act of 1937, as amended, 
the procedures set forth in §§ 410.71 
through 410.74 shall be applicable to all 
requests submitted by an LHA to HUD 
for its approval of a change in a rent 
schedule which may result in rent in¬ 
creases for occupancy of dwelling units 
assisted under said Act. These proce¬ 
dures shall not apply to rent increases for 
individual families based upon the cir¬ 
cumstances of the family, such as family 
income or composition. 

§ 410.72 Notice to tenants. 

Thirty (30) days before requesting 
HUD to approve a change in a rent sched¬ 
ule which may result in rent increases, 
an LHA shall post in not less than three 
(3) conspicuous places within each multi- 
family structure or building (i.e., con¬ 
taining more than four dwelling units) 
for which such a change is sought or in 
the project office and community facil¬ 
ity, if any, in the case of other dwellings, 
a Notice to the tenants of the intention 
to request approval for such a change. 
The LHA shall take reasonable steps to 
assure that the posted notices remain 
intact and legible for a period of thirty 
(30) days from the date of posting. The 
Notice shall be in the following format; 

Notice to Residents of Intention To Re¬ 
quest HUD Approval of a Change in a 
Rent Schedule Which May Result in 
Rent Increases 


Date of Posting 

This is to advise you that 30 days from 
the date of posting noted above, we plan to 
request the United States Department of 
Housing and Urban Development to approve 
a change In a rent schedule which may result 
in rent increases. The proposed change is 
needed for the following reasons: 

1 . 

2 . 

3. 

The provisions of the rent schedule pres¬ 
ently in effect which are proposed to be 
changed are as follows: [Describe fully, giv¬ 
ing examples, if pertinent. 1 

The changes in the rent s chedule for which 
we plan to request HUD approval are as 
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follows: [Describe fuUy, giving examples of 
possible rent increases that might result. | 
All materials that we plan to submit to 
HUD in support of our request will be avail¬ 
able during normal business hours at [ad¬ 
dress] for a period of 30 days from the date 
of posting of this notice for inspection and 
copying by residents of [designate buildings 
and projects]. These residents may submit 
comments in writing for or against the pro¬ 
posed changed rent schedules to us at the 
address given below. These comments will 
be transmitted to HUD with our request for 
approval of the change in rent schedule. You 
may also send a copy of your comments 
directly to HUD at the following address: 
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban De¬ 
velopment [address of local HUD field 
office with Jurisdiction over changes in rent 
schedules for the project]. 

Attention: Director, Housing Management 
Branch. 

Re: Project No._ 


(Names of Buildings and Projects) 

HUD may approve all, some, or none of 
the proposed changes in the existing rent 
schedule. When HUD advises us in writing of 
its decision on our request, you will be noti¬ 
fied at least 30 days before an allowable 
change in the rent schedule is put into effect. 

[Name of Local Housing Authority] 
[ Address of Local Housing Authority j 

The LHA shall comply with all representa¬ 
tions made in the Notice. 

§ 410.73 Request for approval of revi¬ 
sions to rent schedule. 

(a) After the expiration of the period 
of thirty (30) days following the posting 
of the Notice as provided in § 410.72, the 
LHA may submit a request for approval 
of a change in a rent schedule to the ap¬ 
propriate local HUD office. To be accept¬ 
able for processing, such request will 
include, among other documents, the 
following: 

(1) A copy of the written Notice to 
tenants; 

(2) A Certification by the LHA follow¬ 
ing the requirements specified In para¬ 
graph (b) of this section; 

(3) A written statement of the reasons 
for the request; 

(4) Copies of all written comments 
submitted by the tenants to the LHA; 
and 

(5) The LHA's evaluation of the ten¬ 
ant’s comments with respect to the re¬ 
quest. 

(b) The Certification of the LHA as 
required by paragraph (a) (2) of this 
section shall attest to the following: 

(1) That the Notice required by 
§ 410.72 was posted in accordance with 
the requirements of that section; 

(2) That the Notice was posted for at 
least thirty (30) consecutive days prior 
to the submission of the request for ap- 
prova l of a change in a rent schedule to 
HUD. and in particular, was posted from 
[datel to (datel; 

(3) That the LHA has taken reason¬ 
able steps to assure that the posted 
Notice remained intact and legible for 
the period of thirty (30) days from the 
date of posting; 

(4) That the materials to be submit¬ 
ted in support of the proposed change In 
rent schedule were located In a place 
reasonably accessible to tenants affected 
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by the proposed change and that re¬ 
quests by tenants to inspect such ma¬ 
terials as provided for in the Notice, were 
honored; and 

(5) That copies of all comments re¬ 
ceived from the tenants were considered 
and transmitted to HUD. 

(c) The Certification of the LHA shall 
be made subject to penalty under 18 
U.S.C. 1001, which provides, among other 
things, that whoever knowingly and will¬ 
fully makes or uses a document or writing 
containing any false, fictitious, or 
fraudulent statement or entry, in any 
matter within the jurisdiction of any de¬ 
partment or agency of the United States 
shall be fined not more than $10,000 or 
imprisoned for not more than five years 
or both. 

§ 410.74 Notification of action on LHA 
request* 

After HUD has considered the request 
for a revised rent schedule which meets 
the requirements of § 410.73. and has 
made a determination, the HUD field 
office will furnish the LHA with a written 
statement of the reasons for its determi¬ 
nation. The LHA shall post a copy of 
the statement from HUD in all the 
places in which the notice of intention 
to request HUD approval of the proposed 
change in rent schedule were posted, and 
shall take reasonable steps to assure that 
the posted copies remain intact and 
legible for a period of thirty (30) days 
from the date the copies are posted. 

2. A new Subchapter A is added to 
Chapter IV as follows; 

Subpart A—Procedures for Requesting Increases 

In Maximum Permissible Rents for Certain 

Subsidized Projects 

401.1 Applicability of procedures. 

401.2 Notice to tenants. 

401.3 Request for Increase. 

401.4 Notification of action on application 

for increase. 

Authority: Sec. 7(d) of the HUD Act (42 
US.C. 3535(d); Sec. 211, 52 Stat. 23, as 
amended) (12 U.S.C. 1715b). 

Sec. 

Subpart A—Procedures for Requesting 

Increases in Maximum Permissible 

Rents for Certain Subsidized Projects 

§ 401.1 Applicability of procedures. 

The procedures set forth in §§401.2 
through 401.4 shall be applicable to all 
requests for increases in maximum per¬ 
missible rents by the mortgagors of mul¬ 
tifamily projects (with the exception of 
cooperative housing mortgagor corpora¬ 
tions or associations) which receive the 
benefit of subsidy in the form of below- 
market interest rates pursuant to section 
221(d) (3) and (5) or interest reduction 
payments pursuant to section 236 of the 
National Housing Act or rent supplement 
payments under section 101 of the Hous¬ 
ing and Urban Development Act of 1965. 

§401.2 Notice lo tenants*. 

Thirty (30) days before filing an ap¬ 
plication to HUD for an increase in the 
maximum permissible rents, the mort¬ 
gagor shall post in not less than three 

(3) conspicuous places within each 
structure or building of the project for 
which such an increase is sought a No¬ 


tice to the tenants of the intention to re¬ 
quest such an increase. The mortgagor 
shall take reasonable steps to assure that 
the posted notices remain intact and legi¬ 
ble for a period of thirty (30) days from 
the date of posting. The Notice shall be 
in the following format: 

Notice to Residents of Intention to File an 
Application to HUD for an Increase in 
the Maximum Permissible Rents 


All materials that we intend to submit to 
HUD in support of our application will be 
available during normal business hours at 
[address] for a period of 30 days from the 
date of posting of this notice for inspection 
and copying by residents of [ name of apart¬ 
ment complex]. 

Residents of [name of apartment com¬ 
plex] may submit comments in writing for 
or against the rental increase to us at 
[address]. These wUl be transmitted to HUD 
with our application for an Increase. You 
may also send a copy of your comments di¬ 
rectly to HUD at the following address: 

U.S. Department of Housing and Urban De¬ 
velopment f address of local HUD field of¬ 
fice with jurisdiction over rent increases 
for the project]. 

Attention: Director, Housing Management 
Branch. 

Re: FHA Project No_ 


(Name of Apartment Complex) 

HUD may approve all, some, or none of the 
proposed rental increase. When HUD advises 
us in writing of its decision on our applica¬ 
tion, you will be notified at least 30 days be¬ 
fore any allowable increase is put into effect. 
For those residents who are currently under 
leases with a term of more than a month, 
any allowable rent increase will not take 
place until the end of the term ol the lease. 

Sincerely, 


(name of mortgagor or managing agent) 

The mortgagor shall comply with all rep¬ 
resentations made in the Notice. 

§ 401.3 Request for increase. 

(a) At the expiration of the period of 
thirty (30) days following the posting of 
the Notice, as provided for in this section, 
the mortgagor may submit an applica¬ 
tion for an increase in the maximum 
permissible rents to the appropriate local 
HUD office. To be acceptable for process¬ 
ing, such applications will include, 
among other documents, the following: 

(1) A copy of the written Notice to 
tenants; 

(2) A Certification by the mortgagor 
following the requirements specified in 
paragraph (b) of this Section; 

(3) The annual Statement of Receipts 
and Disbursements (cash flow state- 


Thls Is to advise you that 30 days from the 
date of posting noted above, we plan to file 
an application for approval of an increase 
in the maximum permissible rents for [name 
of apartment complex] to the United States 
Department of Housing and Urban Develop¬ 
ment (HUD). The proposed increase is 
needed for the following reasons: 

1 . 

2 . 

3. 

The rent increases for which we plan to 
apply are: 


ment) covering the most recently ended 
accounting year or monthly accountings 
from the date of the last Statement in 
the format acceptable to HUD; 

(4) A written statement of the reasons 
for the request; 

(5) Copies of all written comments 
submitted by the tenants to the mort¬ 
gagor; and 

(6) The mortgagor’s evaluation of the 
tenant’s comments with respect to the 
application. 

(b) The certification of the mortgagor 
as required by paragraph (a)(2) of this 
section shall attest to the following: 

(1) That the Notice required by sec¬ 
tion 401.2 was posted in appropriate con¬ 
spicuous places on or within each struc¬ 
ture or building of the project for which 
the increase is sought; 

(2) That the Notice was posted for at 
least thirty (30) consecutive days prior 
to the submission of the application for 
an increase to HUD, and in particular, 
was posted from [date! to [date]; 

(3) That the mortgagor has taken 
reasonable steps to assure that the posted 
notice remained intact and legible for 
the period of thirty (30) days from the 
date of posting; 

(4) That the materials to be submit¬ 
ted in support of the proposed increase 
were located in a place reasonably acces¬ 
sible to tenants in the project and that 
requests by tenants to inspect such ma¬ 
terials, as provided for in the Notice, were 
honored: 

(5) That copies of all comments re¬ 
ceived from the tenants were considered 
and transmited to HUD; and 

(6) That “under the penalties and 
provisions of Title 18, United States Code, 
Sections 1001 and 1010, the statements 
contained in this application and its at¬ 
tachments have been examined by me 
and are true, correct and complete.” 

§ 401.4 Notification of action on appli¬ 
cation for increase. 

After HUD lias considered the appli¬ 
cation for an increase in the maximum 
permissible rents which meets the re¬ 
quirements of § 401.3 and has made a 


Date of Posting 


Bedrooms 


Present Rent 1 


Proposed Increase 1 


Proposed Rent« 


Basic 


Market 


Basic 


Markot 


Basic 


Market 


0 _ 

1 ™ 

2 __ 

3.. .. 

4.. .. 

5.. .. 




*..L. 


- % .I.... 


1 Separate columns for basic and markot rent should be used only for projects assisted under Section 236 of the 
National Housing Act. In addition, in projects with more than one type of ajautment having the same number of 
bedrooms but different rents, each type should be listed separately. 
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determination to approve or disapprove 
the application, the local HUD office will 
furnish the mortgagor with a written 
statement of the reasons for approval or 
disapproval. The mortgagor shall post 
a copy of the statement from HUD in not 
less than three conspicuous places within 
each structure or building of the project 
for which the increase is sought and shall 
take reasonable steps to assure that the 
posted copies remain intact and legible 
for a period of thirty (30) days from the 
date the copies are posted. 

Effective date. These amendments are 
effective as of October 14, 1974. 

H. R. CRAWrORD. 

Assistant Secretary for 
Housing Management. 

[FR Doc.74-20986 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 ami 


Title 45—Public Welfare 

CHAPTER II—SOCIAL AND REHABILITA¬ 
TION SERVICE (ASSISTANCE PRO¬ 
GRAMS), DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

PART 250—ADMINISTRATION OF 
MEDICAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS 

Withholding of Federal Payments Under 
Medicaid With Respect to Certain Health 
Care Facilities 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 74-20034 appearing on 
page 31528 of the issue for Thursday, 
August 29, 1974, in the second line of 
§ 250.220(b) (4), “Administrator will not 
notify” should read “Administrator will 
notify.” 


Title 46—Shipping 
CHAPTER I—COAST GUARD, 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

JCGD 74-9J 

PART 401—GREAT LAKES PILOTAGE 
REGULATIONS 

Subpart D—Basic Rates, Charges, and 

Conditions for U.S. Pilotage Services 
Correction 

In FR Doc. 74-20073 appearing at page 
31529 in the issue for Thursday, Au¬ 
gust 29, 1974, the following corrections 
are made as set forth below; 

1. In the 6th line of paragraph 2 of 
the 2nd column on page 31529, “carrier” 
should read “carried.” 

2. In the third line of § 401.405(b) (1) 

on page 31530, “statue” should read 
“statute.” 


Title 49—Transportation 

CHAPTER V—NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAF¬ 
FIC SAFETY ADMINISTRATION, DE¬ 
PARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket No. 71-13; Notice 71 

PART 571—FEDERAL MOTOR VEHICLE 
SAFETY STANDARDS 

Motor Vehicle Brake Fluids; Correction 

In FR Doc. 74-19335 appearing at page 
30353, in the issue of Tuesday, August 22. 

1974. make the following corrections: 

1. In S5.1.5.2, on page 30354, change 
lines 3. 4. 5. and 6 to read as follows: 
“According to S6.5.4, the change in tem¬ 
perature of the refluxing fluid mixture 
shall not exceed 3.0’ C (5.4* F) plus 0.05“ 
C (0.09 * 1 2 3 F) for each degree that the”. 

2. In S5.2.2.2(g) change the fraction 
in line 3 to“M* H . 

3. Correct item 27 on page 30355 to 
read: “In S6.10.2, (f) is removed”. 

(Sec. 103, 112, 119, Pub. L. 89-563, 80 Stat. 
718 (15 USC 1392, 1401, 1407): delegation of 
authority at 49 CFR 1.51) 

Issued on September 6, 1974. 

James B. Gregory, 

Administrator. 
IFR Doc.74-20997 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 ami 

Title 50—Wildlife and Fisheries 

CHAPTER I—U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE 
SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

PART 32—HUNTING 
Erie National Wildlife Refuge, Pa. 

The following special regulation is 
issued and is effective during the period 
September 14, 1974 through March 15, 

1975. 

§ 32.12 Special rcpilnlionx; upland 
game; for individual wildlife refuge 
areas* 

Pennslvania 

ERIE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Public hunting of hares, rabbits, wood¬ 
chucks, raccoons, squirrels, grouse, quail, 
pheasants, skunks, opossums, and foxes 
is permitted on portions of the Erie Na¬ 
tional Wildlife Refuge, Pennsylvania. 
Copies of a map delineating the open 
hunting areas are available at refuge 
headquarters, Guys Mills, Pennsylvania, 
or from the Regional Director. UJ3. Fish 
and Wildlife Service. John W. McCor¬ 
mack Post Office and Courthouse, Bos¬ 
ton, Massachusetts 02109. 

Hunting shall be in accordance with 
all applicable State regulations govern¬ 
ing hunting of small game, furbearers. 
and foxes during the period September 


14, 1974 through March 15, 1975 subject 
to the following special conditions: 

(1) That portion of the refuge situ¬ 
ated between Pennsylvania Routes 27 
and 173 is closed to hunting with fire¬ 
arms from September 14, 1974 through 
November 25, 1975. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations govern¬ 
ing hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 
50, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
and are effective through March 15, 1975. 

Robert H. Shields, 
Acting Regional Director. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

August 30, 1974. 

[FR Doc.74-20883 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


PART 32—HUNTING 
Erie National Wildlife Refuge, Pa. 

The following special regulation is 
issued and is effective during the period 
September 14. 1974 through March 15, 
1975. 

§ 32.12 Special regulations; migratory 
game birds; for individual wildlife 
refuge areas. 

Pennsylvania 

ERIE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Public hunting of migratory game 
birds on the Erie National Wildlife Ref¬ 
uge is permitted in accordance with all 
applicable State and Federal regulations. 
Such hunting is permitted only on the 
designated area, as delineated on maps 
available at refuge headquarters, Guys 
Mills, Pennsylvania, or from the Re¬ 
gional Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, John W. McCormack Post Office 
and Courthouse, Boston, Massachusetts 
02109. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations govern¬ 
ing hunting on wildlife areas generally, 
which are set forth in Title 50, Code of 
Federal Regulations, Part 32. and are 
effective through March 15, 1975. 

Robert H. Shields, 

Acting Regional Director, 

UJS. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

August 30, 1974. 

[FR Doc.74-20884 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


PART 32—HUNTING 
Parker River National Wildlife Refuge, Mass. 

The following special regulation is is¬ 
sued and is effective during the period 
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October 16. 1974 through January 31, 
1975. 

§ 32.12 Special regulation; migratory 
game birds; for individual wildlife 
refuge areas. 

Massachusetts 

PARKER RIVER NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Public hunting of waterfowl and coots 
on the Parker River National Wildlife 
Refuge, Massachusetts, is permitted only 
on the areas designated by signs as open 
to hunting. These open areas, compris¬ 
ing 1,900 acres, and known as the Pine 
Island Hunting Area, Parker River Hunt¬ 
ing Area, Nelson’s Island Hunting Area, 
and the Youth Hunting Area, are de¬ 
lineated on maps available at refuge 
headquarters, Newburyport, Massachu¬ 
setts or from the Regional Director, Pish 
and Wildlife Service, U.S. Post Office and 
Courthouse, Boston, Massachusetts 
02109. Hunting shall be in accordance 
with all applicable State and Federal 
regulations covering the hunting of mi¬ 
gratory game birds, subject to the fol¬ 
lowing special conditions: 

(1) The number of hunters on the 
Pine Island Area will be limited to 100 
each day, Parker River Area to 50 each 
day, and the Nelson’s Island Area to 50 
each day. Participation will be on a first- 
come, first-served basis from Monday 
through Friday, except holidays and 
opening day. Participation on opening 
day, Saturdays, and holidays will be by 
advance permit secured via mail. Hunt¬ 
ers on all three areas are limited to 25 
shotshells per day. 

(2) The Youth Hunting Area will be 
open during the regular State waterfowl 
season for Young Waterfowl trainees on 
selected days except Sundays under the 
provisions of this special program. Lit¬ 
erature describing this program is avail¬ 
able at the refuge headquarters. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations govern¬ 
ing hunting on wildlife refuge areas gen¬ 
erally, which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations. Part 32, and 
are effective through January 31,1975. 

Robert H. Shields, 

Acting Regional Director , 

Fish and Wildlife Service. 

August 30, 1974. 

|FR Doc.74-20888 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


PART 32—HUNTING 
Missisquoi National Wildlife Refuge, Vt. 

The following special regulation is 
issued and is effective from September 
28,1974, through December 31,1974. 

§ 32.12 Special regulation*: migratory 
game birds; for individual wildlife 
refuge areas. 

Vermont 

missisquoi national wildlife refuge 

The public hunting of migratory game 
birds on the Missisquoi National Wildlife 
Refuge, Vermont is permitted only on the 
areas delineated on maps available at 
refuge headquarters, RD 2, Swanton, 
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Vermont 05488, and from the Regional 
Director. Fish and Wildlife Service, U.S. 
Post Office and Courthouse, Boston, 
Massachusetts 02109. Hunting shall be in 
accordance with all applicable Federal 
and State regulations covering the hunt¬ 
ing of migratory game birds subject to 
the following special condition: 1. In 
the open area south and east of State 
Route 78, with the exception of the lake- 
shore marsh along Maquam Bay, no per¬ 
manent blinds are allowed. All materials 
used in blind construction must be re¬ 
moved from the area daily. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 
50, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
and are effective through December 31, 
1974. 

Robert H. Shields, 

Acting Regional Director, 

Fish and Wildlife Service. 

August 30,1974. 

|FR Doc.74-20885 Filed 9-10-74;8.45 am| 


PART 32—HUNTING 

Montezuma National Wildlife Refuge, N.Y. 

The following special regulation is 
issued and effective during the period 
October 16, 1974 through December 31, 
1974. 

§ 32.12 Special regulations; migratory 
game birds; for individual wildlife 
refuge areas. 

New York 

MONTEZUMA NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

The public hunting of migratory 
waterfowl on the Montezuma National 
Wildlife Refuge, New York, is permitted 
on the areas designated by the signs as 
open to waterfowl hunting. The water- 
fowl hunting area known as the Tscha- 
che Pool comprises 1,340 acres and is 
delineated on maps available at refuge 
headquarters, Seneca Falls, New York 
and from the Regional Director, U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service, John W. Mc¬ 
Cormack Post Office and Courthouse, 
Boston. Massachusetts 02109. 

Hunting shall be in accordance with 
all applicable State and Federal regula¬ 
tions covering the hunting of migratory 
waterfowl subject to the following special 
conditions: 

1. Hunting is permitted on Tuesdays, 
Thursdays, and Saturdays. 

2. On designated days migratory 
waterfowl will be hunted with 12-gauge 
shotguns using steel short available at 
the refuge at a charge of not less than 
16tf per round. 

3. Applications for blind reservations 
received no later than September 28 will 
be accepted. Reservations for blinds, for 
hunting from October 16 through No¬ 
vember 23, will be selected by public 
drawing. Successful applicants must ap¬ 
pear in person at the refuge waterfowl 
check station prior to 1 hour before 
legal shooting time on the date reserved. 
Unreserved and forfeited blinds will be 
awarded by a drawing on the morning 


of the hunt to hunters without reserva¬ 
tions. 

4. The first two Saturdays (and Sun¬ 
days if necessary) of the season will be 
reserved for the Young Waterfowler’s 
Training Program hunt. A brochure de¬ 
scribing this program is also available. 

5. No more than three persons are per¬ 
mitted in each blind. 

6. Loaded guns are not permitted out¬ 
side the blind except when in pursuit 
of a crippled bird. 

7. Hunters must provide a minimum of 
six duck decoys and will be limited to 
fifteen shells each, with shot size no 
larger than No. 2. 

8. All hunting ends each hunting day 
at 12 noon local time, and all hunters 
must check out at the waterfowl check 
station no later than 1 p.m. local time. 

9. A user fee of $2 per blind will be 
charged. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and 
are effective through December 31. 1974. 

Robert H. Shields, 
Acting Regional Director , U.S. 

Fish and Wildlife Service . 

August 30, 1974. 

[FR Doc.74-20887 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


PART 32—HUNTING 

Missisquoi National Wildlife Refuge, Vt. 

The following special regulation is is¬ 
sued and is effective during the period 
September 28,1974 through December 31, 
1974. 

§ 32.22 Special regulation*: upland 
game; for individual wildlife refuge 
area*. 

Vermont 

MISSISQUOI NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

The public hunting of upland game on 
the Missisquoi National Wildlife Refuge, 
Vermont is permitted only on the areas 
delineated on maps available at refuge 
headquarters, RD 2, Swanton, Vermont 
05488, and from the Regional Director, 
Fish and Wildlife Service, U.S. Post Of¬ 
fice and Courthouse, Boston, Massachu¬ 
setts 02109. Hunting shall be in accord¬ 
ance with all applicable State regulations 
covering the hunting of upland game, 
subject to the following special condition: 
1. Rifles may not be used on that part of 
the refuge lying east of the Missisquoi 
River. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Pari 32, 
and are effective through December 31, 
1974. 

Robert H. Shields, 

Acting Regional Director , 

Fish and WUdlife Service. 

August 30, 1974. 

IFR Doc.74-20886 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am) 
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PART 32—HUNTING 
Prime Hook National Wildlife Refuge, Del. 

The following special regulation Is Is¬ 
sued and Is effective during the period 
September 14, 1974 through April 30. 

1975. 

§32.22 Special regulation*; upland 
game; for individual wildlife refuge 
areas. 

Delaware 

PRIME HOOK NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Public hunting of upland game on 
Prime Hook National Wildlife Refuge. 
Delaware, Is permitted on Hunting Areas 
A and B within the regularly established 
1974-75 hunting seasons of the State of 
Delaware. This open upland game hunt¬ 
ing area, comprising approximately 6,100 
acres, is delineated on maps available at 
refuge headquarters. Rural Delivery No. 
1, Box 195, Milton, Delaware 19968, and 
from the Regional Director, U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service, John W. McCor¬ 
mack Post Office and Courthouse, Boston, 
Massachusetts 02109. Hunting shall be In 
accordance with all applicable State reg¬ 
ulations covering the hunting of upland 
game. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32. and 
are effective through April 30, 1975. 

Robert H. Shields, 

Acting Regional Director, 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

August 30, 1974. 

[FR Doc.74-20881 Piled 9-10-74;8:45 ami 

PART 32—HUNTING 

Erie National Wildlife Refuge, Pa. 

The following special regulation Is is¬ 
sued and is effective during the period 
September 20, 1974 through January 13, 
1975. 

§32.32 Special regulations; big game; 
for individual wildlife refuge areas. 

Pennsylvania 

ERIE NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

Public hunting of deer on the Erie 
National Wildlife Refuge, Pennsylvania, 
is permitted. The open hunting area is 
delineated on maps available at refuge 
headquarters, Guys Mills, Pennsylvania, 
and from the Regional Director, U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service, John W. McCor¬ 
mack Post Office and Courthouse, Boston, 
Massachusetts 02109. 

Hunting shall be in accordance with all 
applicable State and Federal regulations 
covering the hunting of deer. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations govern¬ 
ing hunting on wildlife refuge areas gen¬ 
erally, which are set forth in Title 50, 


Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32. and 
are effective through January 13, 1975. 

Robert H. Shields. 
Acting Regional Director, 

UJS. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

August 30,1974. 

IPR Doc.74-20882 Filed 9-10-74.8:45 am] 


PART 32—HUNTING 
Prime Hook National Wildlife Refuge, Del. 

The following special regulation is is¬ 
sued and is effective during the period 
September 14, 1974 through January 31. 
1975. 

§ 32.32 Special regulations; big game; 
for individual wildlife refage areas. 

Delaware 

PRIME HOOK NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFU C E 

Public hunting of deer on Prime Hook 
National Wildlife Refuge, Delaware, is 
permitted within the regularly estab¬ 
lished 1974-75 hunting season of the 
State of Delaware. This open deer hunt¬ 
ing area, comprising approximately 
6,100 acres, is delineated on a map avail¬ 
able at the refuge headquarters, Rural 
Delivery No. 1. Box 195, Milton, Dela¬ 
ware 19968, and from the Regional Direc¬ 
tor, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. John 
W. McCormack Post Office and Court¬ 
house, Boston, Massachusetts 02109. 
Hunting shall be in accordance .with all 
applicable State regulations covering the 
hunting of deer subject to the following 
special conditions: 

(1) Archery hunters mast show proof 
of completion of a weapons qualification 
test. This test will consist of placing 2 
out of 5 arrows in the 9x14 inch chest 
area of a standard-size deer target at 
25 yards. 

(2) Primitive weapons hunters must 
show proof of completion of a weapons 
qualification test. This test will consist 
of placing three consecutive rounds in a 
12 inch circle at 50 yards, firing from the 
offhand position. The type of weapon 
used for the qualification test must be 
the same type that is to be used for the 
hunt—percussion or flintlock. 

The provisions of this special regula¬ 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally, which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and 
are effective through January 31,1975. 

Robert H. Shields, 

Acting Regional Director, 

Fish and Wildlife Service. 

August 30,1974. 

|FR Doc.74-20880 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am] 
Title 25—Indians 

CHAPTER I—BUREAU OF INDIAN AF¬ 
FAIRS, DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
SUBCHAPTER E—EDUCATION 

PART 35—STUDENT RIGHTS AND DUE 
PROCESS PROCEDURES 

September 4, 1974. 

This notice is published in the exer¬ 
cise of rulemaking authority delegated by 


the Secretary of the Interior to the Com¬ 
missioner of Indian Affairs by 230 DM 2 
<32 FR 13938). 

The authority to issue regulations is 
vested in the Secretary of the Interior by 
5 U.S.C. 301 and Sections 463 and 465 of 
the Revised Statutes (25 U.S.C. 2 and 9). 

Beginning on page 20489 of the June 
11.1974, Federal Register there was pub¬ 
lished a notice of proposed rulemaking 
to add a new Part 35 to Subchapter E. 
Chapter I, Title 25 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations. The purpose of the ad¬ 
dition is to establish rules and regula¬ 
tions regarding the rights and due pro¬ 
cess procedures pertaining to students in 
Bureau of Indian Affairs schools. The 
regulations were proposed pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. section 301. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
in which to submit written comments, 
suggestions or objections regarding the 
proposed regulations. 

Comments have been received and 
evaluated and the proposed regulations 
are hereby adopted without change and 
are set forth below. 

The new Part 35 shall become effective 
on October 11,1974. 

Morris Thompson. 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Sec. 

35.1 Purpose. 

35.2 Application to Bureau schools. 

35.3 Rights of the individual student. 

35.4 Due process. 

35.5 Application to schools under Bureau 

contract. 

Authority: 5 U.S.C. sec. 301. 

§ 35.1 Purpose. 

The regulations in this part govern 
establishing programs of student rights 
and due process procedures in Bureau of 
Indian Affairs schools and in schools 
that are operating under contract with 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

§ 35.2 Application to Bureau schools. 

All Bureau of Indian Affairs schools 
shall be governed by the regulations set 
forth in this part and said regulations 
shall be expressly included as a part of 
the local school regulations of each 
Bureau of Indian Affairs school. Upon 
admission, all students of Bureau of In¬ 
dian Affairs schools shall be given a copy 
of the school regulations governing the 
conduct of students and shall be notified 
of any amendments thereto. 

§ 35.3 Bight* of the individual student. 

Individual students at Bureau of In¬ 
dian Affairs schools have, and shall be 
accorded, the following rights: 

(a) The right to an education. 

(b) The right to be free from unrea¬ 
sonable search and seizure of their per¬ 
son and property, to a reasonable degree 
of privacy, and to a safe and secure 
environment. 

(c) The right to make his or her own 
decisions where applicable. 

(d) The right to freedom of religion 
and culture. 

(e) The right to freedom of speech 
and expression, including symbolic ex¬ 
pression, such as display of buttons. 
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posters, choice of dress, and length of 
hair, so long as the symbolic expression 
does not unreasonably and in fact dis¬ 
rupt the educational process or endanger 
the health and safety of the student or 
others. 

(f) The right to freedom of the press, 
except where material in student publi¬ 
cations is libelous, slanderous, or obscene. 

(g) The right to peaceably assembly 
and to petition the redress of grievances. 

(h) The right to freedom from dis¬ 
crimination. 

(i) The right to due process. Every 
student is entitled to due process in every 
instance of disciplinary action for alleged 
violation of school regulations for which 
the student may be subjected to penalties 
of suspension, expulsion, or transfer. 

§ 35.4 Due process. 

Due process shall include: 

(a) Written notice of charges within 
a reasonable time prior to a hearing. No¬ 
tice of the charges shall include reference 
to the regulation allegedly violated, the 
facts alleged to constitute the violation, 



and notice of access to all statements of 
persons relating to the charge and to 
those parts of the student’s school rec¬ 
ord which will be considered in rendering 
a disciplinary decision. 

(b) A fair and impartial hearing prior 
to the imposition of disciplinary action 
absent the actual existence of an emer¬ 
gency situation seriously and immedi¬ 
ately endangering the health or safety of 
the student or others. In an emergency 
situation the official may impose disci¬ 
plinary action not to exceed a temporary 
suspension, but shall immediately there¬ 
after report in writing the facts (not 
conclusions) giving rise to the emergency 
and shall afford the student a hearing 
which fully comports with due process, 
as set forth herein, as soon as practicable 
thereafter. 

(c) The right to have present at the 
hearing the student’s parent(s) or guard¬ 
ian^) (or their designee) and to be 
represented by lay or legal counsel of 
the student’s choice. Private attorney’s 
fees are to be borne by the student. 

(d) The right to produce, and have 


produced, witnesses on the student’s be¬ 
half and to confront and examine all 
witnesses. 

(e) The right to a record of hearings 
of disciplinary actions, including writ¬ 
ten findings of fact and conclusions in 
all cases of disciplinary action. 

(f) The right to administrative re¬ 
view and appeal. 

(g) The student shall not be com¬ 
pelled to testify against himself. 

(h) The right to have allegations of 
misconduct and information pertaining 
thereto expunged from the student’s 
school record in the event the student 
is found not guilty of the charges. 

§ 35.5 Application to schools under Bu¬ 
reau contract. 

Non-Bureau of Indian Affairs schools 
which are funded under contract with 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs must also 
recognize these student rights. 

(FR Doc.74-20991 Filed 9-10-74;8:46 ftmj 
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proposed rules 

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of 

these notices Is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rulemaking prior to the adoption of the final rules. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 53 ] 

CARCASS BEEF, SLAUGHTER CATTLE 
Standards for Grades 

Notice is hereby given, in accordance 
with the administrative procedure pro¬ 
visions of 5 U.S.C. 553, that pursuant to 
authority conferred by the Agricultural 
Marketing Act of 1946, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 1621, et seq.), it is proposed to 
amend (1) the standards for grades of 
carcass beef (7 CFR 53.100-53.105), and 
(2) the standards for grades of slaughter 
cattle (7 CFR 53.201-53.206). 

Statement of Considerations. Under 
the Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946, 
as amended, the Department of Agricul¬ 
ture is responsible for providing mean¬ 
ingful and useful grade standards to 
facilitate the marketing of livestock and 
meat. The Act directs the Secretary of 
Agriculture to develop and improve 
standards for quality, condition, quan¬ 
tity, and grade, and recommend and 
demonstrate such standards in order to 
encourage uniformity and consistency in 
commercial practice, 7 U.S.C. 1622(c). 
The Act also directs the Secretary to in¬ 
spect, certify, and identify the class, 
quality, and condition of agricultural 
products so that they may be marketed 
to the best advantage, that trading may 
be facilitated, and that consumers may 
be able to obtain the quality product they 
desire, but no person is required to use 
the service, 7 U.S.C. 1622(h). 

In the grade standards for beef as 
originally promulgated in 1926, separate 
standards were provided for beef from 
steers, heifers, and cows. In these stand¬ 
ards, marbling was recognized as a major 
factor in evaluating quality of the lean. 
The first major revision of these grades 
in 1939 combined the standards for steer, 
heifer, and cow beef and also established 
maturity as an important additional fac¬ 
tor in evaluating quality. These two con¬ 
siderations—marbling and maturity— 
have been continued as the principal 
factors referenced in the standards to 
evaluate differences in lean quality and 
reflect the premises (1) that increases in 
marbling have a beneficial effect on pa¬ 
yability and (2) that advancing matur¬ 
ity has a deleterious effect on palatability. 
Since these factors have opposite effects 
on quality, in the specifications for each 
of the grades, increased marbling has 
been required as maturity increases. And, 
in the revision of the standards in 1965, 
these relationships were shown in 
graphic form. Eight grades are currently 
used to identify these quality differ¬ 


ences—Prime. Choice, Good. Standard, 
Commercial, Utility, Cutter, and Canner. 

In 1965, after more than ten years of 
extensive studies, a new dimension was 
added to beef grading—yield grades. Five 
numerical grades, 1 through 5, identify 
carcasses and wholesale cuts for their 
relative yields of retail cuts or “cuta¬ 
bility”. Quality and yield grades, which 
have been available for use separately or 
jointly, identify beef for the two most 
important factors that affect its accept¬ 
ance and value, namely (1) eating qual¬ 
ity—tenderness, juiciness, and flavor— 
and (2) yields of salable meat. 

The Department has received specific 
recommendations for changes in the beef 
grade standards from groups represent¬ 
ing several major segments of the cattle 
and beef industry. One of the recom¬ 
mendations—suggested by three of these 
groups—was that conformation be elim¬ 
inated as a factor in determining the 
quality grade. The Department proposed 
this change in 1962 but it failed to re¬ 
ceive sufficient support to justify its 
adoption at that time. However, as was 
the case in 1962, there is still no informa¬ 
tion which indicates that variations in 
conformation are related to differences 
in beef’s palatability. Therefore, one of 
the important changes included in this 
proposal would eliminate consideration 
of conformation as a factor in determin¬ 
ing the quality grade. Under the present 
standards, because of the manner in 
which variations in conformation affect 
the quality grade, beef included in most 
of these grades can be quite variable in 
quality. For example, the Good grade can 
include beef with Prime, Choice, Good, 
and Standard grade quality. Under the 
proposed standards, this variation would 
be eliminated—each quality grade would 
include only beef of that quality. This in¬ 
creased uniformity of quality within each 
grade would make the grades more use¬ 
ful and reliable guides to aid consumers 
in purchasing the kind of beef they 
prefer. 

The Department acknowledges, how¬ 
ever, that variations in conformation 
which reflect differences in muscling do 
affect yields of lean—and carcass value. 
At the same time, through, the Depart¬ 
ment has determined that this contribu¬ 
tion is more accurately measured and 
reflected by the yield grades than by sub¬ 
jective evaluations of conformation. 
Therefore, when carcasses are federally 
graded, to insure that the grade reflects 
the contribution of conformation and 
other factors affecting cut-out value, it is 
proposed that the official grade identify 
both the quality grade and the yield 
grade. This change in the standards was 
very strongly recommended by some pro¬ 


ducer organizations. The quality and 
yield grades identify the major factors 
that affect beef’s value and acceptance 
but which are not otherwise readily 
identifiable by the marketing system. 
Therefore, these producer spokesmen 
have pointed out that requiring officially 
graded carcasses to be identified for both 
quality and yield would increase the 
effectiveness of the grades as a tool for 
reflecting consumer preferences back 
through marketing channels to pro¬ 
ducers. The Department concurs with 
that view and also maintains that, if 
the market for beef and cattle reflected 
the full retail sales value differences as¬ 
sociated with differences in both quality 
and cutability, producers would respond 
by increasing the production of high- 
quality, high-cutability beef. This would 
be advantageous to all segments of the 
industry and to consumers by providing 
leaner beef with less waste in keeping 
with consumer tastes. The significance of 
yield grades becomes evident when tests 
reveal that carcasses of the same quality 
grade—Choice for example—can vary in 
value by $75 or more due to differences 
in cutability. 

This proposed change also would affect 
the grading of some wholesale cuts—only 
loins, short loins, and ribs could be 
graded as individual cuts. These are the 
only cuts which contain a cross section 
of the ribeye muscle at the 12th rib—a 
requirement in determining the yield 
grade. However, rounds, chucks, and 
other wholesale cuts could be graded as 
cuts if they remain attached to a rib, 
short loin, or loin. 

Each segment of the cattle and beef 
industry that has suggested changes in 
the standards has recommended that the 
relative emphasis placed on marbling and 
maturity in determining the quality 
grade be changed. However, these rec¬ 
ommendations were quite diverse. In rec¬ 
ognition of the need for a more factual 
basis for the standards, the Department 
has continually encouraged and other¬ 
wise supported research designed to iden¬ 
tify and evaluate the factors that affect 
beef palatability and a considerable 
amount of such research has been con¬ 
ducted. This research has confirmed that 
marbling and maturity are the two most 
important factors that can be used in 
grading to identify differences in palat¬ 
ability. However, some of the recent re¬ 
search indicates that as beef increases in 
maturity within the youngest maturity 
group referenced in the standards, an in¬ 
crease in marbling is not necessary to 
insure a comparable degree of palatabil¬ 
ity. Therefore, for such young beef, 
another of the major changes involved in 
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this proposal would eliminate the re¬ 
quirements in the Prime, Choice, Good, 
and Standard grades that an increase in 
marbling be required for an increase in 
maturity within this maturity group. 
However, for the more mature beef in 
each of these grades, the marbling re¬ 
quirements would increase with increas¬ 
ing maturity but the marbling levels 
would be reduced to coordinate them 
with the marbling requirements pro¬ 
posed for the younger beef. These pro¬ 
posed requirements—and changes from 
the present standards—are showrn 
graphically in Figure A. For example, in 
the Choice grade, this Figure shows that 
for all beef in this youngest (A) maturity 
group, the proposal requires the same 
minimum level of marbling—a minimum 
"small’' amount. This also is the same 
amount of marbling now permitted in 
Choice for the youngest carcasses classi¬ 
fied as beef. The same is true for the 
Prime and Standard grades. However, for 
the Good grade, the minimum marbling 
requirement is increased so that its 
“width”—with respect to marbling—is 
1 degree of marbling instead of V /2 de¬ 
grees as at present. It also should be 
noted that the maximum maturity for 
beef in the Good and Standard grades 
has been decreased to coincide with that 
permitted for Prime and Choice. These 
proposed changes would make the “new” 
Good grade very uniform and restrictive 
and one that could become very useful to 
retailers and others whose trade prefers 
beef with less internal and external fat 
than currently associated with Choice 
grade beef. These changes should reduce 
the general fatness of beef in each of 
these grades and also make the paya¬ 
bility of beef in each grade more uni¬ 
form—factors which are particularly im¬ 
portant to consumer acceptability. 

PROPOSED CHANGES IN THE 
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN MARBLING, 
MATURITY, AND QUALITY GRADE 


MRRBilNG 

a - . a 
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Figuio A 

Reducing the maximum maturity 
limits for Good and Standard would 
make a corresponding slight decrease in 
the minimum maturity limit for the 


youngest beef included in Commercial. 
This change would cause some carcasses 
now graded Good or Standard to be 
graded Commercial or Utility. However, 
the numbers of such carcasses would be 
minimal since relatively few animals are 
marketed which have carcasses in this 
very restricted range of maturity. Other 
than the elimination of conformation as 
a factor in determining the quality grade, 
no other changes are being proposed for 
the Commercial, Utility, Cutter, and 
Canner grades. Also, no changes are being 
proposed in the yield grades at this time. 

The research supporting these changes 
is not as definitive as would be desirable. 
In this connection, however, the Depart¬ 
ment will continue to encourage and 
otherwise support research to evaluate 
the effects of marbling and maturity on 
beef palatability and to determine if 
there are other factors that could be used 
in grading to better identify these dif¬ 
ferences. 

In summary, the significant changes 
involved in this proposed revision of the 
standards for grades of beef would pro¬ 
vide for the following: 

(1) Conformation would be eliminated 
as a factor in determining the quality 
grade. 

(2) When officially graded, all beef 
carcasses (except bull carcasses) would 
be identified for both quality grade and 
yield grade. 

(3) For beef carcasses throughout the 
A maturity group, the minimum mar¬ 
bling requirements in Prime, Choice, and 
Standard grades w ? ould be the same as 
now required for the youngest carcasses 
classified as beef. However, for more ma¬ 
ture carcasses in each of these grades, 
increases in marbling would be required 
for increases in maturity but the mini¬ 
mum level of marbling would be de¬ 
creased one degree. 

(4) In the “new" Good grade, the same 
principles would apply to the require¬ 
ments for marbling and maturity as 
described for Prime, Choice, and Stand¬ 
ard. However, the minimum marbling 
requirements w T ould be increased one- 
half degree for the very youngest car¬ 
casses classified as beef. 

(5) The maximum maturity permitted 
in the Good and Standard grades would 
be reduced and would be the same as now 
permitted in Prime and Choice. 

A few other minor changes also are 
proposed in the standards to improve 
clarity and facilitate uniform interpreta¬ 
tion. 

It also is proposed to revise the stand¬ 
ards for grades of slaughter cattle to 
coordinate them with the proposed 
changes in standards for grades of car¬ 
cass beef. 

The official U.S. standards for grades 
of carcass beef and the official U.S. stand¬ 
ards for grades of slaughter cattle would 
be revised by changing §§ 53.102, 53.104, 
53.105. 53.203, 53.204, 53.205, and 53.200 
to read as follows: 

(a) The grade of a steer, heifer, cow, 
or bullock carcass consists of separate 
evaluations of two general considera¬ 
tions: (1) The indicated percent of 
trimmed, boneless, major retail cuts to 


be derived from the carcass, herein re¬ 
ferred to as the “yield grade,” and (2) 
the palatability-indicating character¬ 
istics of the lean herein referred to as 
the “quality grade.” When officially 
graded, the grade of a steer, heifer, cow, 
(or bullock carcass will consist of both 
the quality grade and the yield grade. 
The grade of a bull carcass consists of the 
yield grade only. 

(b) The carcass beef grade standards 
are written so that the quality grade and 
yield grade standards are contained in 
separate sections. The quality grade sec¬ 
tion is divided further into two separate 
sections applicable to carcasses from (l) 
steers, heifers, and cows, and (2) bul¬ 
locks. Eight quality grade designations— 
Prime, Choice, Good, Standard, Com¬ 
mercial, Utility, Cutter, and Canner— 
are applicable to steer and heifer car¬ 
casses. Except for Prime, the same 
designations apply to cow carcasses. The 
quality grade designations for bullock 
carcasses are Prime, Choice, Good. 
Standard, and Utility. There are five 
yield grades applicable to all classes of 
beef, denoted by numbers 1 through 5. 
with Yield Grade 1 representing the 
highest degree of cutability. 

(c) When officially graded, bullock 
and bull beef will be further identified 
for its sex condition: steer, heifer, and 
cow beef will not be so Identified. The 
designated grades of bullock beef are not 
necessarily comparable in quality or 
cutability with a similarly designated 
grade of beef from steers, heifers, or 
cows. Neither is the cutability of a 
designated yield grade of bull beef 
necessarily comparable with a similarly 
designated yield grade of steer, heifer, 
cow, or bullock beef. 

(d) The Department uses photo¬ 
graphs and other objective aids in the 
correct interpretation and application 
of the standards. 

(e) To determine the grade of a car¬ 
cass, it must be split down the back into 
two sides and one or both sides must be 
partially separated into a hindquarter 
and forequarter by cutting it with a saw 
and knife insofar as practicable, as fol¬ 
lows: A saw cut perpendicular to both 
the long axis and split surface of the 
vertebral column is made across the 12th 
thoracic vertebra at a point which leaves 
not more than one-half of this vertebra 
on the hindquarters. The knife cut across 
the ribeye muscle starts—or ter¬ 
minates—opposite the above-described 
saw cut. From that point it extends 
across the ribeye muscle perpendicular 
to the outside skin surface of the carcass 
at an angle toward the hindquarter 
which is slightly greater (more nearly 
horizontal) than the angle made by the 
13th rib with the vertebral column of the 
hindquarter posterior to that point. As 
a result of this cut, the outer end of the 
cut surface of the ribeye muscle is closer 
to the 12th rib than is the end next to the 
chine bone. Beyond the ribeye. the knife 
cut shall continue between the 12th and 
13th ribs to a point which will ad¬ 
equately expose the distribution of fat 
and lean in this area. The knife cut may 
be made prior to or following the saw cut 
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but must be smooth and even, such as 
would result from a single stroke of a 
very sharp knife. 

(f) Other methods of ribbing may 
prevent an accurate evaluation of the 
grade determining characteristics. 
Therefore, carcasses ribbed by other 
methods will be eligible for grading only 
if an accurate grade determination can 
be made by the official grader under the 
standards. 

tg) Beveling of the fat over the ribeye. 
application of pressure, or any other in¬ 
fluences which alter the characteristics 
of the ribeye or the thickness of fat over 
the ribeye may prevent an accurate grade 
determination. Therefore, carcasses sub¬ 
jected to such influences may not be 
eligible for a grade determination. Also, 
carcasses with more than minor amounts 
of lean removed from the major sections 
of the round, loin, rib, or chuck will not 
be eligible for a grade determination. 

<h) When both sides of a carcass have 
been ribbed prior to presentation for 
grading and the characteristics of the 
two ribeyes (area, marbling, color, tex¬ 
ture, and firmness) would justify differ¬ 
ent quality and/or yield grades, the final 
grade of the carcass shall reflect the 
“highest” of each of these grades as 
determined from either side. 

(i) The quality grade and yield grade 
descriptions are defined primarily in 
terms of beef carcasses. However, they 
also apply to the grading of hindquarters, 
forequarters, and certain individual 
primal cuts—loins, short loins, and ribs. 
A portion of these or other primal cuts 
as well as plates, flanks, shanks, and 
briskets likewise can be graded if at¬ 
tached by their natural attachments to a 
rib, loin, or short loin. Since bull carcasses 
are eligible for yield grade only, they 
may be graded only as carcasses, sides, 
or hindquarters. This is because yield 
grades for forequarters and forequarter 
cuts and for trimmed hindquarters and 
trimmed hindquarter cuts include con¬ 
sideration of standard percentages of 
kidney, pelvic, and heart fat based on 
the quality grade. Other special major 
cuts or carcasses ribbed other than be¬ 
tween the 12th and 13th ribs may be 
approved for grading by the Agricultural 
Marketing Service provided such devi¬ 
ations are necessary to meet either the 
demand of export trade or changing 
trade practices. In such cases, grading 
shall be based on the requirements speci¬ 
fied in these standards and shall be con¬ 
sistent with the normal development of 
grade characteristics in various parts of 
a carcass of the quality level involved. 

(j) Carcasses qualifying for any par¬ 
ticular grade may vary with respect to 
their relative development of the various 
grade factors. There will be carcasses 
which qualify for a particular grade, 
some of whose characteristics may be 
more nearly typical of another grade. 
For example, in comparison with the 
descriptions of maturity contained in the 
standards, a particular carcass might 
have a greater relative degree of ossifi¬ 
cation of the cartilages on the ends of 
its lumbar vertebrae than its other evi¬ 


dences of maturity. In such instances, 
the maturity of the carcass is not deter¬ 
mined solely by the ossification of the 
lumbar vertebrae but neither is this 
ignored. All of the maturity-indicating 
factors are considered. In making any 
composite evaluation of two or more fac¬ 
tors. it must be remembered that they 
seldom are developed to the same degree. 
Because it is impractical to describe the 
nearly limitless number of recognizable 
combinations of characteristics, the 
standards for each quality grade and 
yield grade describe only beef which has 
a relatively similar degree of develop¬ 
ment of the various factors affecting its 
quality and yield. Also, the quality grade 
and yield grade standards each describe 
beef which is representative of the lower 
limits of each quality grade and yield 
grade. 

(k) For steer, heifer, and cow beef, 
quality of the lean is evaluated by con¬ 
sidering its marbling and firmness as 
observed in a cut surface in relation to 
carcass evidences of maturity. The ma¬ 
turity of the carcass is determined by 
evaluating the size, shape, and ossifica¬ 
tion of the bones and cartilages—espe¬ 
cially the split chine bones—and the 
color and texture of the lean flesh. In the 
split chine bones, ossification changes oc¬ 
cur at an earlier stage of maturity in the 
posterior portion of the vertebral column 
(sacral vertebrae) and at progressively 
later stages of maturity in the lumbar 
and thoracic vertebrae. The ossification 
changes that occur in the cartilages on 
the ends of the split thoracic vertebrae 
are especially useful in evaluating ma¬ 
turity and these vertebrae are referred 
to frequently in the standards. Unless 
otherwise specified in the standards, 
whenever reference is made to the ossifi¬ 
cation of cartilages on the thoracic ver¬ 
tebrae, this shall be construed to refer 
to the cartilages attached to the thoracic 
vertebrae at the posterior end of the 
forequarter. The size and shape of the 
rib bones also are important considera¬ 
tions in evaluating differences in ma¬ 
turity. In the very youngest carcasses 
considered as “beef," the cartilages on 
the ends of the chine bones show no 
ossification, cartilage is evident on all 
of the vertebrae of the spinal column, 
and the sacral vertebrae show distinct 
separation. In addition, the split verte¬ 
brae usually are soft and porous and 
very red in color. In such carcasses, the 
rib bones have only a slight tendency 
toward flatness. In progressively more 
mature carcasses, ossification changes 
become evident first in the bones and 
cartilages of the sacral vertebrae, then 
in the lumbar vertebrae, and still later 
in the thoracic vertebrae. In beef which 
is very advanced in maturity, all the split 
vertebrae will be devoid of red color, 
very hard and flinty, and the cartilages 
on the ends of all the vertebrae will be 
entirely ossified. Likewise, with advanc¬ 
ing maturity, the rib bones will become 
progressively wider and flatter until In 
very mature beef the ribs will be very 
wide and flat. 


(l) In steer, heifer, and cow beef, the 
color and texture of the lean flesh also 
undergo progressive changes with ad¬ 
vancing maturity. In the very youngest 
carcasses considered as “beef,” the lean 
flesh will be very fine in texture and light 
grayish red in color. In progressively 
more mature carcasses, the texture of the 
lean will become progressively coarser 
and the color of the lean will become 
progressively darker red. In very mature 
beef, the lean flesh will be very coarse 
in texture and very dark red in color. 
Since color of lean also is affected by 
variations in quality, references to color 
of lean in the standards for a given de¬ 
gree of maturity vary slightly with dif¬ 
ferent levels of quality. In determining 
the maturity of a carcass in which the 
skeletal evidences of maturity are differ¬ 
ent from those indicated by the color and 
texture of the lean, slightly more em¬ 
phasis is placed on the characteristics of 
the bones and cartilages than on the 
characteristics of the lean. In no case 
can the overall maturity of the carcass 
be considered more than one full ma¬ 
turity group different from that indi¬ 
cated by its bones and cartilages. 

(m) The preceding two paragraphs 
also are applicable to the determination 
of quality in bullock beef except for car¬ 
casses having darker colors of lean than 
specified in the standards for the quality 
level /or which they would otherwise 
qualify. In such carcasses, maturity will 
be evaluated on the basis of skeletal 
characteristics only, and the final grade 
will be determined in accordance with 
the procedures specified in the standards 
for grading “dark-cutting beef.” 

(n) In determining compliance with 
the maximum maturity limits for the 
Prime, Choice, Good, and Standard 
grades for steer, heifer, and cow car¬ 
casses, color and texture of the lean are 
considered only when the maturity-indi¬ 
cating factors other than color and tex¬ 
ture of the lean indicate only a slightly 
more advanced degree of maturity than 
that specified as maximum for these 
grades, and provided further that the 
lean is considerably finer in texture and 
lighter in color than normal for the grade 
and maturity involved. The same princi¬ 
ple, in reverse, is likewise applicable to 
determining compliance with the mini¬ 
mum maturity limits of the Commercial 
grade. 

(o) These standards are applicable to 
the grading of beef throughout the full 
range of maturity within which cattle are 
marketed. However, in steer, heifer, and 
cow carcasses, the range of maturity per¬ 
mitted within each of the grades varies 
considerably. The Prime, Choice, Good, 
and Standard grades are restricted to 
beef from young cattle; the Commercial 
grade is restricted to beef from cattle too 
mature for Prime, Choice, Good, and 
Standard, and the Utility, Cutter, and 
Canner grades may include beef from 
animals of all ages. By definition, bullock 
carcasses are restricted to those whose 
evidences of maturity do not exceed those 
specified for the juncture of the two 
youngest maturity groups referenced in 
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the standards for steer, heifer, and cow 
carcasses. Except for the youngest ma¬ 
turity group, within any specified grade, 
the requirements for marbling increase 
progressively with evidences of advanc¬ 
ing maturity. In the youngest maturity 
group, the marbling requirements do not 
increase progressively with evidences of 
advancing maturity. For each grade, the 
firmness requirements are different for 
each maturity group, but, within each 
maturity group, the firmness require¬ 
ments do not increase progressively with 
evidences of advancing maturity. Also, 
regardless of the extent to which mar¬ 
bling may exceed the minimum of a 
grade, a carcass must meet the minimum 
firmness requirements for its maturity to 
qualify for that grade. To facilitate the 
application of these principles, the stand¬ 
ards recognize five different maturity 


groups and seven different degrees of 
marbling. The five maturity groups are 
identified in Figure 1 as A, B, C, D, and E 
in order of increasing maturity. The 
limits of these five maturity groups are 
specified in the grade descriptions for 
steer, heifer, and cow carcasses. The A 
maturity portion of the figure is the only 
portion applicable to bullock carcasses. 
The degrees of marbling referenced in 
the specifications, in order of descending 
quantity are: Slightly abundant, moder¬ 
ate, modest, small, slight, traces, and 
practically devoid. However, for carcass 
evaluation programs and other purposes, 
three higher degrees are recognized— 
moderately abundant, abundant, and 
very abundant. Illustrations of the lower 
limits of nine of these ten degrees of 
marbling are available from the Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture. 


RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN MARBLING, MATURITY, 
AND CARCASS QUALITY GRADE • 


DEGREES OF 
KARBIIHC 


SLIGHTLY 

ABUNDANT 

MODERATE 

MODEST 

SMAll 


SUGHT 


TRACES 

PRACTICALLY 

DEVOID 



DEGREES OF 
MARBUW6 


SLIGHTLY 

ABUNDANT 


MODERATE 


MODEST 

SMALL 

SLIGHT 

TRACES 

PRACTICALLY 

DEVOID 


*Assum«s that firmness of Uon is comparably developed with the degree of marbling ond that 
the carcass it not a "dork cutter." 

••Maturity Increasesfrom leftto right (A through EJ. 

•••The A moturity portion of the Figure is the only portion applicable to bullock carcasses. 


Figure 1 


(p) The relationship between mar¬ 
bling, maturity, and quality grade is 
shown in Figure 1. This figure assumes 
that the firmness of lean is comparably 
developed with the degree of marbling 
and that the carcass is not a “dark cut¬ 
ter.” From this figure it can be seen, for 
instance, that the minimum marbling 
requirement for Choice varies from a 
minimum small amount for carcasses 
throughout the youngest maturity group 
to a maximum small amount for car¬ 
casses having the maximum maturity 
permitted in Choice. Likewise, in the 
Commercial grade the minimum mar¬ 
bling requirement varies from a minimum 
small amount in beef with the minimum 
maturity permitted to a maximum mod¬ 
erate amount in beef from very mature 
animals. The marbling and other lean 
flesh characteristics specified for the 
various grades are based on their ap¬ 
pearance in the ribeye muscle of properly 
chilled carcasses that are ribbed between 
the 12th and 13th ribs. For carcass eval¬ 
uation programs and other purposes, in 
the Prime and Commercial grades, each 
additional degree of marbling (up to 
three) greater than specified as mini¬ 
mum for each of these grades is equal to 
one-third of a grade of higher quality. 


(q) References to color of lean in the 
standards for steer, heifer, and cow beef 
involve only colors associated with 
changes in maturity. They are not in¬ 
tended to apply to colors of lean asso¬ 
ciated with so-called “dark-cutting beef.” 
Dark-cutting beef is believed to be the 
result of a reduced sugar content of the 
lean at the time of slaughter. As a result, 
this condition does not have the same 
significance in grading as do the darker 
shades of red associated with advancing 
maturity. The dark color of the lean as¬ 
sociated with “dark-cutting beef” is 
present in varying degrees from that 
which is barely evident to so-called 
“black cutters” In which the lean is 
actually nearly black in color and usually 
has a “gummy” texture. Although there 
is little or no evidence which indicates 
that the “dark cutting” condition has 
any adverse effect on palatability, it is 
considered in grading because of its ef¬ 
fect on acceptability and value. Depend¬ 
ing on the degree to which this charac¬ 
teristic is developed, the final grade of 
carcasses which otherwise would qualify 
for the Prime, Choice, or Good grades 
may be reduced as much as one full 
grade. In beef otherwise eligible for the 
Standard or Commercial grade, the final 


grade may be reduced as much as one- 
half of a grade. In the Utility, Cutter, and 
Canner grades, this condition is not 
considered. 

(r) The yield grade of a beef carcass 
Is determined by considering four char¬ 
acteristics: (1) The amount of external 
fat, <2) the amount of kidney, pelvic, 
and heart fat, (3) the area of the ribeye 
muscle, and (4) the carcass weight. 

(s) The amount of external fat on a 
carcass is evaluated in terms of the 
thickness of this fat over the ribeye mus¬ 
cle, measured perpendicular to the out¬ 
side surface at a point three-fourths of 
the length of the ribeye from its chine 
bone end. This measurement may be ad¬ 
justed, as necessary, to reflect unusual 
amounts of fat on other parts of the 
carcass. In determining the amount of 
this adjustment, if any. particular atten¬ 
tion is given to the amount of fat in such 
areas as the brisket, plate, flank, cod or 
udder, inside round, rump, and hips in 
relation to the actual thickness of fat 
over the ribeye. Thus, in a carcass which 
is fatter over other areas than is indi¬ 
cated by the fat measurement over the 
ribeye, the measurement Is adjusted up¬ 
ward. Conversely, in a carcass which has 
less fat over the other areas than is 
indicated by the fat measurement over 
the ribeye, the measurement is adjusted 
downward. In many carcasses no such 
adjustment is necessary; however, an 
adjustment in the thickness of fat meas¬ 
urement of one-tenth or two-tenths of an 
inch Is not uncommon. In some carcasses 
a greater adjustment may be necessary. 
As the amount of external fat increases, 
the percent of retail cuts decreases— 
each one-tenth inch change in adjusted 
fat thickness over the ribeye changes the 
yield grade by 25 percent of a yield grade. 

(t) The amount of kidney, pelvic, and 
heart fat considered in determining the 
yield grade includes the kidney knob 
. (kidney and surrounding fat), the lum¬ 
bar and pelvic fat in the loin and round, 
and the heart fat in the chuck and 
brisket area which are removed in mak¬ 
ing closely trimmed retail cuts. The 
amount of these fats is evaluated sub¬ 
jectively and expressed as a percent of 
the carcass weight. As the amount of 
kidney, pelvic, and heart fat increases, 
the percent of retail cuts decreases—a 
change of 1 percent of the carcass weight 
in these fats changes the yield grade by 
20 percent of a yield grade. 

(u) The area of the ribeye is deter¬ 
mined where this muscle is exposed by 
ribbing. Tills area usually is estimated 
subjectively; however, it may be meas¬ 
ured. Area of ribeye measurements may 
be made by means of a grid calibrated in 
tenths of a square inch or by other de¬ 
vices designated by the Agricultural Mar¬ 
keting Service of the U.S. Department 
of Agriculture. 1 An increase in the area 
of ribeye increases the percent of retail 
cuts—a change of 1 square inch in area 
of ribeye changes the yield grade by ap¬ 
proximately 30 percent of a yield grade. 


1 Information concerning such devices may 
be obtained from the Agricultural Mtirketlng 
Service, Livestock Division. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 177—WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 11, 1974 

























PROPOSED RULES 


32747 


(v) Hot carcass weight (or chilled 
carcass weight x 102 percent) is used In 
determining the yield grade. As carcass 
weight increases, the percent of retail 
cuts decreases—a change of 100 pounds 
in hot carcass weight changes the yield 
grade by approximately 40 percent of a 
yield grade. 

<w) The standards include a mathe¬ 
matical equation for determining yield 
grade. This grade is expressed as a whole 
number; any fractional part of a desig¬ 
nation is always dropped. For example, if 
the computation results in a designation 
of 3.9, the final grade is 3—it is not 
rounded to 4. 

<x) The yield grade standards for 
each of the first four yield grades list 
characteristics of two carcasses of two 
different weights together with descrip¬ 
tions of the usual fat deposition pattern 
on various areas of the carcass. These 
descriptions are not specific require¬ 
ments—they are included only as il¬ 
lustrations of carcasses which are near 
the borderlines between groups. For ex¬ 
ample, the characteristics listed for Yield 
Grade 1 represent carcasses which are 
near the borderline of Yield Grades 1 
and 2. 

These descriptions facilitate the sub¬ 
jective determination of the yield grade 
without making detailed measurements 
and computations. The yield grade for 
most beef carcasses can be determined 
accurately on the basis of a visual ap¬ 
praisal. 

§53.10i Specifications for Official 
United States Standards for Grades 
of Gircass Beef (Quality—Steer, 
Heifer, Cow). 

(a) Prime. (1) Depending on their 
degree of maturity, beef carcasses pos¬ 
sessing the minimum requirements for 
the Prime grade vary in their other in¬ 
dications of quality as evidenced in the 
ribeye muscle. Minimum quality charac¬ 
teristics are described for two maturity 
groups which Cover the entire range of 
maturity permitted in the Prime grade. 

(2) Carcasses in the younger group 
range from the youngest that are eligible 
for the beef class to those at the juncture 
of the two maturity groups, which have 
slightly red and slightly soft chine bones 
and cartilages on the ends of the thoracic 
vertebrae that have some evidences of 
ossification. In addition, the sacral ver¬ 
tebrae are completely fused and the car¬ 
tilages on the ends of the lumbar verte¬ 
brae are nearly completely ossified. The 
rib bones are slightly wide and slightly 
flat and the ribeye muscle is light red 
in color and is fine in texture. In car¬ 
casses throughout the range of maturity 
included in this group, a minimum 
slightly abundant amount of marbling 
is required (see Figure 1) and the ribeye 
muscle is moderately firm. 

(3) Carcasses in the older group range 
from those described above as represent¬ 
ative of the juncture of the two groups 
to those at the maximum maturity per¬ 
mitted in the Prime grade, which have 
chine bones tinged with red and carti¬ 
lages on the ends of the thoracic verte¬ 


brae that are partially ossified. In addi¬ 
tion, the sacral vertebrae Eire completely 
fused, the cartilages on the ends of the 
lumber vertebrae are completely ossified, 
and the cut surface of the lean tends to 
be fine in texture. The minimum degree 
of marbling required increases with ad¬ 
vancing maturity throughout thus group 
from minimum slightly abundant to 
maximum slightly abundant (see Figure 
1) and the ribeye muscle is firm. 

(4) Beef produced from cows is not 
eligible for the Prime grade. 

(b) Choice. (1) Depending on their 
degree of maturity, beef carcasses pos¬ 
sessing the minimum requirements for 
the Choice grade vary in their other in¬ 
dications of quality as evidenced in the 
ribeye muscle. Minimum quality charac¬ 
teristics are described for two maturity 
groups which cover the entire range of 
maturity permitted in the Choice grade. 

(2) Carcasses in the younger group 
range from the youngest that are eligible 
for the beef class to those at the junc¬ 
ture of the two maturity groups, which 
have slightly red and slightly soft chine 
bones and cartilages on the ends of the 
thoracic vertebrae that have some evi¬ 
dence of ossification. In addition, the 
sacral vertebrae are completely fused and 
the cartilages on the ends of the lumbar 
vertebrae are nearly completely ossi¬ 
fied. The rib bones are slightly wide and 
slightly flat and the ribeye muscle is 
moderately light red in color and is fine 
in texture. In carcasses throughout the 
range of maturity included in this group, 
a minimum small amount of marbling is 
required (see Figure 1) and the ribeye 
muscle may be slightly soft. 

(3) Carcasses in the older group range 
from those described above as represent¬ 
ative of the juncture of the two groups 
to those at the maximum maturity per¬ 
mitted in the Choice grade, which have 
chine bones tinged with red and carti¬ 
lages on the ends of the thoracic verte¬ 
brae are partially ossified. In addition, 
the sacral vertebrae are completely fused, 
the cartilages on the ends of the lumbar 
vertebrae are completely ossified, and the 
cut surface of the lean tends to be fine in 
texture. The minimum degree of mar¬ 
bling required increases with advancing 
maturity throughout tills group from a 
minimum small amount to a maximum 
small amount (see Figure 1) and the rib¬ 
eye muscle is slightly firm. 

(c) Good. (1) Depending on their de¬ 
gree of maturity, beef carcasses possess¬ 
ing the minimum requirements for the 
Good grade vary in their other indica¬ 
tions of quality as evidenced in the rib¬ 
eye muscle. Minimum quality character¬ 
istics are described for two maturity 
groups which cover the entire range of 
maturity permitted in the Good grade. 

(2) Carcasses in the younger group 
range from the youngest that are eligible 
for the beef class to those at the juncture 
of the two maturity groups, which have 
slightly red and slightly soft chine bones 
and cartilages on the ends of the thoracic 
vertebrae that have some evidence of 
ossification. In addition, the sacral verte¬ 


brae are completely fused and the carti¬ 
lages on the ends of the lumbar vertebrae 
are nearly completely ossified. The rib 
bones are slightly wide and slightly flat 
and the ribeye muscle is slightly light red 
in color and is fine in texture. In car¬ 
casses throughout the range of maturity 
included in this group, a minimum slight 
amount of marbling is required (see Fig¬ 
ure 1) and the ribeye may be moderately 
soft. 

(3) Carcasses in the older group range 
from those described above as represent¬ 
ative of the juncture of the two groups to 
those at the maximum maturity per¬ 
mitted in the Good grade which have 
chine bones tinged with red and carti¬ 
lages on the ends of the thoracic verte¬ 
brae that are partially ossified. In 
addition, the sacral vertebrae are com¬ 
pletely fused, the cartilages on the ends 
of the lumbar vertebrae are completely 
ossified, and the cut surface of the lean 
tends to be fine in texture. The minimum 
degTee of marbling required increases 
with advancing maturity throughout this 
group from a minimum slight amount to 
a maximum slight amount (see Figure 1) 
and the ribeye muscle may be slightly 
soft. 

(d) Standard . (1) Depending on their 
degree of maturity, beef carcasses pos¬ 
sessing the minimum requirements for 
the Standard grade vary in their other 
indications of quality as evidenced in the 
ribeye muscle. Minimum quality charac¬ 
teristics are described for two maturity 
groups which cover the entire range of 
maturity permitted in the Standard 
grade. 

(2) Carcasses in the younger group 
range from the youngest that are eligible 
for the beef class to those at the juncture 
of the two maturity groups, which have 
slightly red and slightly soft chine bones 
and cartilages on the ends of the thoracic 
vertebrae that have some evidence of os¬ 
sification. In addition, the sacral verte¬ 
brae are completely fused and the carti¬ 
lages on the ends of the lumbar vertebrae 
are nearly completely ossified. The rib 
bones are slightly wide and slightly flat 
and the ribeye muscle is slightly dark red 
in color and Is fine in texture. In car¬ 
casses throughout the range of maturity 
included in this group, a minimum prac¬ 
tically devoid amount of marbling is re¬ 
quired (see Figure 1> and the ribeye mus¬ 
cle may be soft. 

(3) Carcasses in the older group range 
from those described above eis represent¬ 
ative of the juncture of the two groups 
to those at the maximum maturity per¬ 
mitted in the Standard grade, which have 
chine bones tinged with red and carti¬ 
lages on the ends of the thoracic verte¬ 
brae that are partially ossified. In addi¬ 
tion, the sacral vertebrae are completely 
fused, the cartilages on the ends of the 
lumbar vertebrae are completely ossified, 
and the cut surface of the lean is mod¬ 
erately fine in texture. The minimum 
degree of marbling required increases 
with advancing maturity throughout this 
group from minimum practically devoid 
to maximum practically devoid (see Fig¬ 
ure 1) and the ribeye muscle may be 
moderately soft. 
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(e) Commercial. (1) Commercial grade 
beef carcasses and wholesale cuts are re¬ 
stricted to those with evidences of more 
advanced maturity than permitted in the 
Standard grade. Depending on their de¬ 
gree of maturity, beef carcasses possess¬ 
ing the minimum requirements for the 
Commercial grade vary in their other 
indications of quality as evidenced in the 
ribeye muscle. Minimum quality charac¬ 
teristics are described for the youngest 
and the most mature of these groups. The 
requirements for the intermediate group 
are determined by interpolation between 
the requirements indicated for the two 
groups described. 

(2) Carcasses in the youngest group 
permitted in the Commercial grade range 
from those with indications of maturity 
barely more advanced than described as 
maximum for the Standard grade to 
those with moderately hard, rather white 
chine bones and with cartilages on the 
ends of the thoracic vertebrae that show 
considerable ossification but the outlines 
of the cartilages are still plainly visible. 
In addition, the rib bones are moderately 
wide and fiat and the ribeye muscle is 
moderately dark red and slightly coarse 
in texture. The minimum degree of mar¬ 
bling required increases with advancing 
maturity throughout this group from a 
minimum small amount to a maximum 
small amount (see Figure 1) and the rib¬ 
eye muscle is slightly firm. 

(3) The youngest carcasses in the most 
mature group included in the Commer¬ 
cial grade have hard white chine bones 
and the outlines of the cartilages on the 
ends of the thoracic vertebrae are barely 
visible, the rib bones are wide and flat, 
and the ribeye muscle is dark red and 
coarse in texture. The range in maturity 
in this group extends to include carcasses 
from the oldest animals marketed. The 
minimum degree of marbling required in¬ 
creases with advancing maturity 
throughout this group from a minimum 
moderate amount to a maximum moder¬ 
ate amount (see Figure 1) and the ribeye 
muscle is firm. 

(f) Utility. (1) Depending on their 
degree of maturity, beef carcasses pos¬ 
sessing the minimum requirements for 
the Utility grade vary in their other 
indications of quality as evidenced in the 
ribeye muscle. Carcasses within the full 
range of maturity classified as beef are 
included in the Utility grade. Thus, five 
maturity groups are recognized. Mini¬ 
mum quality requirements are described 
for three of these groups—the first or 
youngest, the third or intermediate, and 
the fifth or the most mature. The re¬ 
quirements for the second and fourth 
maturity groups are determined by inter¬ 
polation between the requirements de¬ 
scribed for their adjoining groups. 

(2) Carcasses in the first or youngest 
maturity group range from the youngest 
that are eligible for the beef class to 
those at the juncture of the first two 
maturity groups, which have slightly red 
and slightly soft chine bones and carti¬ 
lages on the ends of the thoracic verte¬ 
brae that have some evidence of ossifica¬ 
tion. In addition, the sacral vertebrae are 


completely fused and the cartilages on 
the ends of the lumbar vertebrae are 
nearly completely ossified. The rib bones 
are slightly flat and the ribeye muscle is 
slightly dark red in color and fine in 
texture. In carcasses throughout the 
range of maturity included in this group, 
the ribeye muscle is devoid of marbling 
and may be soft and slightly watery. 

(3) Carcasses in the third or inter¬ 
mediate maturity group range from those 
with indications of maturity barely more 
advanced than described as maximum 
for the Standard grade to those with 
moderately hard, rather white chine 
bones and with cartilages on the ends of 
the thoracic vertebrae that show con¬ 
siderable ossification but the outlines of 
the cartilages are still plainly visible. In 
addition, the rib bones are moderately 
wide and flat and the ribeye muscle is 
dark red in color and slightly coarse in 
texture. The minimum degree of mar¬ 
bling required increases with advancing 
maturity throughout this group from 
minimum practically devoid to maximum 
practically devoid (see Figure 1) and 
the ribeye muscle may be moderately 
soft. 

(4> The youngest carcasses in the fifth 
or oldest maturity group have hard, white 
chine bones and the outlines of the car¬ 
tilages on the ends of the thoracic verte¬ 
brae are barely visible, the rib bones are 
wide and flat, and the ribeye muscle is 
very dark red in color and coarse in 
texture. The range in maturity in this 
group extends to include carcasses from 
the oldest animals produced. The mini¬ 
mum degree of marbling required 
increases with advancing maturity 
throughout this group from a minimum 
slight amount to a maximum slight 
amount (see Figure 1) and the ribeye 
muscle is slightly firm. 

(g) Cutter. (1) Depending on their 
degree of maturity, beef carcasses pos¬ 
sessing the minimum requirements for 
the Cutter grade vary in their other 
indications of quality as evidenced in the 
ribeye muscle. Carcasses within the full 
range of maturity classified as beef are 
included in the Cutter grade. Thus, five 
maturity groups are recognized. Mini¬ 
mum quality requirements are described 
for'three of these groups—the first or 
youngest, the third or intermediate, and 
the fifth or the most mature. The re¬ 
quirements for the second and fourth 
maturity groups are determined by in¬ 
terpolation between the requirements de¬ 
scribed for their adjoining groups. 

(2) Carcasses in the first or youngest 
maturity group range from the youngest 
that are eligible for the beef class to 
those at the juncture of the first two 
maturity groups, which have slightly red 
and slightly soft chine bones and carti¬ 
lages on the ends of the thoracic verte¬ 
brae that have some evidence of ossifica¬ 
tion. In addition, the sacral vertebrae are 
completely fused and the cartilages on 
the ends of the lumbar vertebrae are 
nearly completely ossified. The rib bones 
are slightly wide and slightly flat and the 
ribeye muscle is slightly dark red in color 
and fine in texture. In carcasses through¬ 
out the range of maturity included in 


this group, the ribeye muscle is devoid of 
marbling and may be very soft and 
watery. 

(3) Carcasses in the third or inter¬ 
mediate maturity group range from those 
with indications of maturity barely more 
advanced than described as maximum 
for the Standard grade to those with 
moderately hard, rather white chine 
bones and with cartilages on the ends 
of the thoracic vertebrae that show con¬ 
siderable ossification but the outlines 
of the cartilages are still plainly visible. 
In addition, the rib bones are moderately 
wide and flat and the ribeye muscle is 
dark red in color and slightly coarse in 
texture. In carcasses throughout the 
range of maturity included in this group, 
the ribeye muscle is devoid of marbling 
and may be soft and watery. 

(4) Carcasses in the fifth or oldest 
maturity group have hard white chine 
bones and the outlines of the cartilages 
on the ends of the thoracic vertebrae are 
barely visible, the rib bones are wide and 
fiat, and the ribeye muscle is very dark 
red in color and coarse in texture. The 
range in maturity in this group extends 
to include carcasses from the oldest ani¬ 
mals produced. The minimum degree of 
marbling required increases with ad¬ 
vancing maturity throughout this group 
from minimum practically devoid to 
maximum practically devoid (see Figure 
1) and the ribeye muscle is soft and 
slightly watery. 

(h) Canner. The Canner grade in¬ 
cludes only those carcasses that are in¬ 
ferior to the minimum requirements 
specified for the Cutter grade. 

§ 53.105 Specifications for Official 
United States Standards for Grades of 
Carcass Beef (Quality—Bullock). 

(a) Prime. For the Prime grade, the 
minimum degree of marbling required is 
a minimum slightly abundant amount 
for carcasses throughout the range of 
maturity permitted in the bullock class. 
The ribeye muscle is moderately firm 
and, in carcasses having the maximum 
maturity for this class, the ribeye is light 
red in color. 

(b) Choice . For the Choice grade, the 
minimum degree of marbling required is 
a minimum small amount for carcasses 
throughout the range of maturity per¬ 
mitted in the bullock class. The ribeye 
muscle may be slightly soft and, in car¬ 
casses having the maximum maturity for 
this class, the ribeye is moderately light 
red in color. 

(c) Good. For the Good grade, the 
minimum degree of marbling required is 
a minimum slight amount for carcasses 
throughout the range of maturity per¬ 
mitted in the bullock class. The ribeye 
muscle may be moderately soft and. in 
carcasses having the maximum maturity 
for this class, the ribeye is slightly light 
red in color. 

(d) Standard. For the Standard grade, 
the minimum degree of marbling re¬ 
quired is a minimum practically devoid 
amount for carcasses throughout the 
range of maturity permitted in the bul¬ 
lock class. The ribeye muscle may be soft 
and, in carcasses having the maximum 
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maturity for this class, the ribeye is 
slightly dark red in color. 

(e) Utility. Tire Utility grade includes 
only those carcasses that do not meet 
the minimum requirements specified for 
the Standard grade. 

§ 53.203 Application of .Standard# for 
Grades of Slaughter Cattle. 

(a) General. Grades of slaughter cat¬ 
tle are intended to be directly related to 
the grades of the carcasses they produce. 
To accomplish this, these slaughter cat¬ 
tle ?.rade standards are based on factors 
which are related to the grades of beef 
carcasses. The quality and yield grade 
standards are contained in separate sec¬ 
tions of the standards. The quality grade 
standards are further divided into two 
sections applicable to (1) steers, heifers, 
and cows and (2) bullocks. Eight quality 
designations—Prime, Choice, Good, 
Standard, Commercial, Utility, Cutter, 
and Canner—are applicable to steers and 
heifers. Except for Prime, the same des¬ 
ignations also apply to cows. The quality 
designations for bullocks are Prime, 
Choice, Good, Standard, and Utility. 
There are five yield grades, which are 
applicable to all classes of slaughter cat¬ 
tle and are designated by numbers 1 
through 5, with Yield Grade 1 represent¬ 
ing the highest degree of cutability. The 
grades of slaughter cattle shall be a 
combination of both their quality and 
yield grades, except that slaughter bulls 
are yield graded only. 

(b) Quality Grades. Slaughter cattle 
quality grades are based on an evaluation 
of factors related to the portability of 
the lean, herein referred to as “quality/' 
Quality in slaughter cattle is evaluated 
primarily by the amount and distribution 
of finish, the firmness of muscling, and 
the physical characteristics of the ani¬ 
mal associated with maturity. Progressive 
changes in maturity past 30 months of 
age and in the amount and distribution 
of finish and firmness of muscling have 
opposite effects on quality. Therefore, for 
cattle over 30 months of age in each 
grade, the standards require a progres¬ 
sively greater development of the other 
quality-indicating factors. In cattle un¬ 
der about 30 months of age, a progres¬ 
sively greater development of the other 
quality-indicating characteristics is not 
required. 

(2) Since carcass indices of quality are 
not directly evident in slaughter cattle, 
some other factors in which differences 
can be noted must be used to evaluate 
their quality. Therefore, the amount of 
external finish is included as a major 
grade factor herein, even though cattle 
with a specific degree of fatness may 
have widely varying degrees of quality. 
Identification of differences in quality 
among cattle with the same degree of 
fatness is based on distribution of finish 
and firmness of muscling. Descriptions 
of these factors are included in the speci¬ 
fications. For example, cattle which 
have more fullness of the brisket, flank, 
twist, and cod or udder and which have 
firmer muscling than that indicated by 


any particular degree of fatness are con¬ 
sidered to have higher quality than indi¬ 
cated by that degree of fatness. 

(3) The approximate maximum age 
limitation for the Prime, Choice, Good, 
and Standard grades of steers, heifers, 
and cows is 42 months. The Commercial 
grade for steers, heifers, and cows in¬ 
cludes only cattle over approximately 
42 months. There are no age limita¬ 
tions for the Utility, Cutter, and Can¬ 
ner grades of steers, heifers, and 
cows. The maximum age limitation for 
all grades of bullocks is approximately 
24 months/ 

(c) Yield Grades. Cl) The yield grades 
for slaughter cattle are based on the 
same factors as used in the official yield 
grade standards for beef carcasses. Those 
factors and the change in each which is 
required to make a full yield grade 
change are as follows: 




Approximate 


Effect of 

change in each 

Factor 

increase 

factor required 


on yield 

to make a full 


grade 1 

yield grade 


change * 

Thickness of fat over 
ribeye. 

Percent of kidney, pel- 

Decrease®... 

4/10 In. 

.do..._ 

5%. 

vlo, and heart fat 
Carcass weight... 

_do..*_ 

2001b. 

Area of ribeye.......... 

Increases.... 

3 in.* 




* The yiold grades are denoted by numbers 1 through 
6 with Yield Grade i representing the highest cutability 
or yield of closely trimmed retail cuts. Thus, an “in¬ 
crease" in cutability means a smaller yield grade numlwir 
while a “decrease" in cutability means a larger yield 
grade number. 

* This assumes no change in the other factors. 

(2) When evaluating slaughter cattle 
for yield grade, each of these factors can 
be estimated and the yield grade deter¬ 
mined therefrom by using the equation 
contained in the official standards for 
grades of carcass beef. However, a more 
practical method of appraising slaughter 
cattle for yield grade is to use only two 
factors normally considered in evalu¬ 
ating live cattle—muscling and fatness. 

(3) In the latter approach to deter¬ 
mining yield grade, evaluation of the 
thickness and fullness of muscling in 
relation to skeletal size largely accounts 
for the effects of two of the factors—area 
of ribeye and carcass weight. By the same 
token, an appraisal of the degree of ex¬ 
ternal fatness largely accounts for the 
effects of thickness of fat over the ribeye 
and the percent of kidney, pelvic, and 
heart fat. 

(4) These fatness and muscling evalu¬ 
ations can best be made simultaneously. 
This is accomplished by considering the 
development of the various parts based 
on an understanding of how each part 


1 Maximum maturity limits for bullock car¬ 
casses are the same as those described In the 
beef carcass grade standards for steers, heif¬ 
ers, and cows at about 30 months of age. 
However, bullocks develop carcass Indicators 
of maturity at younger chronological ages 
than steers. Therefore, the approximate age 
at which bullocks develop carcass indicators 
of maximum maturity Is shown herein as 24 
months rather than 30 months. 


is affected by variations in muscling and 
fatnes. While muscling of most cattle 
develops uniformly, fat Is normally de¬ 
posited at a considerably faster rate on 
some parts than on others. Therefore, 
muscling can be appraised best by giving 
primary consideration to the parts least 
affected by fatness, such as the round 
and the forearm. Differences in thickness 
and fullness of these parts—with appro¬ 
priate adjustments for the effects of 
variations in fatness—are the best indi¬ 
cators of the overall degree of muscling 
in live cattle. 

(5) On the other hand, the overall 
fatness of an animal can be determined 
best by observing those parts on which 
fat is deposited at a faster-than-average 
rate. These include the back, loin, rump, 
flank, cod or udder, twist, and brisket. 
As cattle increase in fatness, these parts 
appear progressively fuller, thicker, and 
more distended in relation to the thick¬ 
ness and fullness of the other parts, par¬ 
ticularly the round. In thinly muscled 
cattle with a low degree of finish, the 
width of the back usually will be greater 
than the width through the center of the 
round. The back on either side of the 
backbone also will be flat or slightly 
sunken. Conversely, in thickly muscled 
cattle with a similar degree of finish, the 
thickness through the rounds will be 
greater than through the back and the 
back will appear full and rounded. At an 
intermediate degree of fatness, cattle 
which are thickly muscled will be about 
the same width through the round and 
back and the back will appear only 
slightly rounded. Thinly muscled cattle 
with an intermediate degree of finish 
will be considerably wider through the 
back than through the round and will be 
nearly flat across the back. Very fat cat¬ 
tle will be wider through the back than 
through the round, but this difference 
will be greater in thinly muscled cattle 
than in those that are thickly muscled. 
Such cattle with thin muscling also will 
have a distinct break from the back into 
the sides, while those with thick muscling 
will be nearly flat on top but will have 
a less distinct break into the sides. As 
cattle increase in fatness, they also be¬ 
come deeper bodied because of large de¬ 
posits of fat in the flanks and brisket and 
along the underline. Fullness of the twist 
and cod or udder and the bulge of the 
flanks, best observed when an animal 
walks, are other indications of fatness. 

(6) In determining yield grade, varia¬ 
tions In fatness are much more important 
than variations in muscling. 

(d) Other considerations. (1) Other 
factors such as heredity and manage¬ 
ment also may affect the development 
of the grade-determining characteristics 
in slaughter cattle. Although these fac¬ 
tors do not lend themselves to descrip¬ 
tion in the standards, the use of factual 
information of this nature is justifiable 
in determining the grade of slaughter 
cattle. 

(2) Slaughter cattle qualifying for any 
particular grade may vary with respect 
to the relative development of the indi¬ 
vidual grade factors. In fact, some will 
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qualify for a particular grade although 
they have some characteristics more 
nearly typical of cattle of another grade. 
Because it is impractical to describe the 
nearly infinite number of recognizable 
combinations of characteristics, quality 
and yield grade standards describe only 
cattle which have a relatively similar de¬ 
velopment of tile various quality and 
yield grade determining factors and 
which are near the lower limits of these 
grades. The requirements are given for 
two maturity groups in the quality grade 
standards for steers, heifers, and cows— 
but for only one maturity group for bul¬ 
locks. In the yield grade standards, cat¬ 
tle with two levels of muscling are de¬ 
scribed and specific examples in terms of 
carcass characteristics also are included. 

§ 53.204 Specification* for Official 
United State* Standard* for Grade* of 
Slaughter Steer*, Heifer*, and Cow* 
(Quality). 

fa) Prime. (1) Slaughter steers and 
heifers 30 to 42 months of age possessing 
the minimum qualifications for Prime 
have a fat covering over the crops, back, 
ribs, loin, and rump that tends to be 
thick. The brisket, flanks, and cod or ud¬ 
der appear full and distended and the 
muscling is very firm. The fat covering 
tends to be smooth with only slight indi¬ 
cations of patchiness. Steers and heifers 
under 30 months of age have a moder¬ 
ately thick but smooth covering of fat 
which extends over the back, ribs, loin, 
and rump. The brisket, flanks, and cod 
or udder show a marked fullness and the 
muscling is firm. 

(2) Cattle qualifying for the minimum 
of the Prime grade will differ consider¬ 
ably in cutability because of varying com¬ 
binations of muscling and degree of fat¬ 
ness. Cattle with higher cutability than 
normal for this grade are thickly mus¬ 
cled and have a lower degree of fatness 
than described for the Prime grade. Such 
cattle have less width of back and loin 
and are less uniform in width than nor¬ 
mal for the Prime grade. The thick, full 
muscling gives the back and loin a well- 
rounded appearance with very little evi¬ 
dence of flatness. The thickness through 
the middle part of the rounds is greater 
than over the top and the thick muscling 
through the shoulders causes them to be 
slightly prominent. Although such cattle 
have a lower degree of fatness over the 
back and loin than described as typical, 
evidence of more fatness than described 
is noticeable in the brisket, flanks, twist, 
and cod or udder and the muscling is 
firmer than described. Conversely, cattle 
with lower cutability than normal for 
this grade are thinly muscled and have 
a higher degree of fatness than de¬ 
scribed for the Prime grade. The distri¬ 
bution of fat is not typical, for it is 
thicker over the crops, back, loin, and 
rump than described while the brisket, 
flanks, twist, and cod or udder indicate 
less fatness. Such cattle are wide and 
nearly flat over the back and loin and 
there Is a sharp break from these parts 
into the sides. The width over the back 
is much greater than through the rounds 
and shoulders. 


(3) Cows are not eligible for the Prime 
grade. 

(b) Choice. (1) Slaughter steers, heif¬ 
ers, and cows 30 to 42 months of age 
possessing the minimum qualifications 
for Choice have a fat covering over the 
crops, back, loin, rump, and ribs that 
tends to be moderately thick. The brisket, 
flanks, and cod or udder show a marked 
fullness and the muscling is firm. Cattle 
under 30 months of age carry a slightly 
thick fat covering over the top. The bris¬ 
ket, flanks, and cod or udder appear mod¬ 
erately full and the muscling is moder¬ 
ately firm. 

(2) Cattle qualifying for the minimum 
of the Choice grade will differ consider¬ 
ably in cutability because of varying 
combinations of muscling and degree of 
fatness. Cattle with higher cutability 
than normal for this grade are thickly 
muscled and have a lower degree of fat¬ 
ness than described for the Choice grade. 
Such cattle are less uniform in width 
than normal for the Choice grade. The 
thick, full muscling over the top results 
in a rounded appearance with little evi¬ 
dence of flatness. The thickness through 
the middle part of the rounds is greater 
than over the top and the thick muscling 
through the shoulders causes them to be 
slightly prominent. Although such cattle 
have a lower degree of fatness over the 
back and loin than described as typical, 
evidence of more fatness than described 
is especially noticeable in the brisket, 
flanks, twist, and cod or udder and the 
muscling is firmer than described. Con¬ 
versely, cattle with lower cutability than 
normal for this grade are thinly muscled 
and have a higher degree of fatness than 
described for the Choice grade. The dis¬ 
tribution of fat is not typical, for it is 
thicker over the crops, back, loin, and 
rump than described but with evidence 
of less fatness in the brisket, flanks, twist, 
and cod or udder. The back and loin 
break sharply into the sides and the 
width over the back is much greater than 
through the rounds and shoulders. 

(c) Good. (1) Slaughter steers, heifers, 
and cows 30 to 42 months of age possess¬ 
ing the minimum qualifications for Good 
have a fat covering that tends to be 
slightly thin with some fullness evident 
in the brisket, flanks, twist, and cod or 
udder and the muscling is firm. Cattle 
under 30 months of age have a thin fat 
covering which is largely restricted to 
the back and loin. The brisket, flanks, 
twist, and cod or udder are slightly full 
and the muscling is slightly firm. 

(2) Cattle qualifying for the minimum 
of the Good grade will differ consider¬ 
ably in cutability because of varying 
combinations of muscling and degree of 
fatness. Cattle with higher cutability 
than normal for the grade are thickly 
muscled and have a lower degree of fat¬ 
ness than described for the Good grade. 
Such cattle are less uniform in width 
than normal for the grade. The thick, 
full muscling through the back gives the 
back and loin a well-rounded appearance. 
The thickness through the middle part 
of the rounds is greater than over the 
top and the thick muscling through the 
shoulders causes them to be prominent. 


Evidence of more fatness than described 
is especially noticeable in the brisket, 
flanks, twist, and cod or udder and the 
muscling is firmer than described. Con¬ 
versely, cattle with lower cutability than 
normal for the grade are thinly muscled 
and have a higher degree of fatness than 
described for the Good grade. The dis¬ 
tribution of fat is not typical, for it is 
thicker over the crops, back, loin, and 
rump than described w'hile the brisket, 
flanks, twist, and cod or udder indicate 
less fatness. Such cattle are nearly flat 
over the back and loin and the width over 
the back is greater than through the 
rounds and shoulders. 

<d) Standard. (1) Slaughter steers, 
heifers, and cows 30 to 42 months of age 
possessing the minimum qualifications 
for Standard have a fat covering pri¬ 
marily over the back, loin, and ribs which 
tends to be very thin. Cattle under 30 
months of age have a very thin covering 
of fat which is largely restricted to the 
back, loin, and upper ribs. 

(2) Cattle qualifying for the minimum 
of this grade vary relatively little in 
their degree of fatness. Therefore, the 
range in cutability among cattle that 
qualify for this grade is somewhat less 
than in the higher grades. Most of the 
cutability differences among cattle qual¬ 
ifying for this grade are due to a wide 
range in muscling. Cattle with higher 
cutability than normal for this grade 
may have a slightly lower degree of fat¬ 
ness than described but will have thick, 
well-rounded backs, wide loins, and 
prominent, thickly muscled shoulders. 
The width through the rounds will be 
greater than over the back. Cattle with 
lower cutability than normal for this 
grade may have slightly more finish than 
described and will be upstanding and 
narrow. The loin, rump, and rounds will 
appear slightly sunken. 

(e) Commercial. (1) The Commercial 
grade is limited to steers, heifers, and 
cows over approximately 42 months of 
age. Slaughter cattle possessing the 
minimum qualifications for Commercial 
and which slightly exceed the minimum 
maturity for the Commercial grade have 
a slightly thick fat covering over the 
back, ribs, loin, and rump and the mus¬ 
cling is moderately firm. Very mature 
cattle usually have at least a moderately 
thick fat covering over the back, rite, 
loin, and rump and considerable patchi¬ 
ness frequently is evident about the tail- 
head. The brisket, flanks, and cod or 
udder appear to be moderately full and 
the muscling is firm. 

(2) Cattle qualifying for the minimum 
of the Commercial grade will differ con¬ 
siderably in cutability because of widely 
varying combinations of muscling and 
degree of fatness. Cattle with higher cut- 
ability than normal for this grade are 
thickly muscled and have a lower degree 
of fatness than described for the Com¬ 
mercial grade. The thick, full muscling 
over the top results in a rounded appear¬ 
ance with little evidence of flatness. The 
thickness through the middle part of the 
rounds is greater than over the top and 
the thick muscling through the shoulders 
causes them to be slightly prominent. Al¬ 
though such cattle have less thickness of 
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fat over the back and loin than described 
as typical, evidence of more fatness than 
described is especially noticeable in the 
brisket, flanks, twist, and cod or udder 
and the muscling is firmer than de¬ 
scribed. Conversely, cattle with lower cut- 
ability than normal for this grade are 
thinly muscled and have a higher degree 
of fatness than described for the Com¬ 
mercial grade. The distribution of fat is 
not typical, being thicker over the crops, 
back, loin, and rump than described while 
the brisket, flanks, twist, and cod or 
udder indicate less fatness. The back and 
loin break sharply into the sides and the 
width over the back is much greater than 
through the rounds and shoulders. 

(f) Utility . (1) The minimum degree 
of finish required for slaughter steers, 
heifers, and cows to qualify for the Util¬ 
ity grade varies throughout the range of 
maturity permitted in this grade from a 
very thin covering of fat for cattle under 
30 months of age to a slightly thick fat 
covering, generally restricted to the back, 
loin, and rump for the very mature cattle 
in this grade. In such mature cattle, the 
crops are slightly thin and the brisket, 
flanks, and cod or udder indicate very 
slight fullness. 

(2) Cattle qualifying for the minimum 
of the Utility grade vary somewhat in 
cutability especially among older ani¬ 
mals. Those under 42 months of age are 
required to have very little fatness to 
qualify for the minimum of the grade; 
thus most of the variation in cutability 
of such cattle is due to differences in 
muscling. Cattle over 42 months of age 
will vary in their degree of fatness as 
well as muscling. Thus, cattle with 
thicker muscling than normal and less 
external fat than specified for this grade 
will have higher cutability than cattle 
with thinner muscling and more fatness. 

(g) Cutter. (1) In slaughter cattle in 
the Cutter grade, the degree of finish 
ranges from practically none in cattle 
under 30 months of age to very mature 
cattle which have only a very thin cover¬ 
ing of fat. 

(2) The range in cutability among 
cattle that qualify for the minimum of 
this grade will be narrow because of 
very small variations in fatness and 
muscling. 

<h) Canner. Canner grade cattle are 
those which are inferior to the mini¬ 
mum specified for the Cutter grade. 

§53.205 Specifications for Officiul 
I'uitcd States Standards for Grades* of 
Slaughter Bullock* (Quality). 

(a) Prime. (1) Slaughter bullocks pos¬ 
sessing the minimum qualifications for 
the Prime grade have a moderately thick 
but smooth covering of fat which ex¬ 
tends over the back, ribs, loin, and rump. 
The brisket and flanks show a marked 
fullness and the muscling is firm. 

(2) Bullocks qualifying for the mini¬ 
mum of the Prime grade will differ con¬ 
siderably in cutability because of vary¬ 
ing combinations of muscling and degree 
°f fatness. Bullocks with higher cut- 
ability than normal for this grade are 
thickly muscled and have a lower degree 
of fatness than described as minimum 


for the Prime grade. Such bullocks have 
less width of back and loin and are less 
uniform in width than described as typi¬ 
cal for the Prime grade but the muscling 
is firmer than described. Conversely, bul¬ 
locks with lower cutability than normal 
for this grade are thinly muscled and 
have a higher degree of fatness than 
described as minimum for the Prime 
grade. 

(b) Choice . (1) Slaughter bullocks 
possessing minimum qualifications for 
the Choice grade carry a slightly thick 
fat covering over the top. The brisket and 
flanks appear moderately full and the 
muscling is moderately firm. 

(2) Bullocks qualifying for the mini¬ 
mum of the Choice grade will differ con¬ 
siderably in cutability because of varying 
combinations of muscling and degree of 
fatness. Bullocks with higher cutability 
than normal for this grade are thickly 
muscled and have a lower degree of fat¬ 
ness than described as minimum for the 
Choice grade but the muscling is firmer 
than described. Conversely, bullocks with 
lower cutability than normal for this 
grade are thinly muscled and have a 
higher degree of fatness than described 
as minimum for the Choice grade. 

(c) Good. (1) Bullocks possessing 
minimum qualifications for the Good 
grade have a thin fat covering which is 
largely restricted to the back and loin. 
The brisket and flanks are slightly full 
and the muscling is slightly firm. 

(2) Bullocks qualifying for the mini¬ 
mum of the Good grade will differ con¬ 
siderably in cutability because of vary¬ 
ing combinations of muscling and degree 
of fatness. Bullocks with higher cuta¬ 
bility than normal for the grade are 
thickly muscled and have a lower degree 
of fatness than described as minimum 
for the Good grade. Such bullocks are 
less uniform in width than described as 
typical of the grade but the muscling is 
firmer than described. Conversely, bul¬ 
locks with lower cutability than normal 
for this grade have thinner muscling and 
a higher degree of fatness than described 
as minimum for the Good grade. 

(d) Standard. (1) Slaughter bullocks 
possessing minimum qualifications for 
the Standard grade have only a very thin 
covering of fat which is largely restricted 
to the back, loin, and upper rib. 

(2) Bullocks qualifying for the mini¬ 
mum of this grade vary relatively little 
in their degree of fatness. Therefore, the 
range in cutability among bullocks that 
qualify for this grade is somewhat less 
than in the higher grades. Most of the 
cutability differences among bullocks 
qualifying for this grade are due to a 
wide range in muscling. Bullocks with 
higher cutability than normal for this 
grade may have a slightly low T er degree 
of fatness than described but will have 
thick, well-rounded backs, wide loins, and 
prominent, thickly muscled shoulders. 
The width through the rounds will be 
greater than over the back. Bullocks with 
low r er cutability than normal for this 
grade may have slightly more finish than 
described and will be upstanding and 
narrow. The loin, rump, and rounds will 
appear slightly sunken. 


(e) Utility. The Utility grade includes 
only those bullocks that do not meet the 
minimum requirements specified for the 
Standard grade. 

§ 53.206 Specifications for Official 
United States Standards for Grades of 
Slaughter Cattle (Yield). 

(a) Yield Grade 1.(1) Yield Grade 1 
slaughter cattle produce carcasses with 
very high yields of boneless retail cuts. 
Cattle with characteristics qualifying 
them for the lower limits of Yield Grade 

1 (near the borderline between Yield 
Grade 1 and Yield Grade 2) will differ 
considerably in appearance because of 
inherent differences in the development 
of their muscling and skeletal systems 
and related differences in fatness. 

(2) Very thickly muscled cattle typi¬ 
cal of the minimum of this grade have a 
high proportion of lean to bone. They are 
moderately wide and the width through 
the shoulders and rounds is greater than 
through the back. The top is well- 
rounded with no evidence of flatness, and 
the back and loin are thick and full. The 
rounds are deep, thick, and full and the 
width through the middle part of the 
rounds is greater than through the back. 
The shoulders are slightly prominent and 
the forearms are thick and full. These 
cattle have only a thin covering of fat 
over the back and rump. The flanks are 
slightly shallow and the brisket and cod 
or udder have little evidence of fullness. 
Slaughter cattle of this description pro¬ 
ducing 600-pound carcasses usually have 
about 0.3 of an inch of fat over the ribeye 
and about 13.0 square inches of ribeye 
area. 

(3) Because of the relatively low pro¬ 
portion of lean to bone, practically no 
thinly muscled cattle produce carcasses 
with an exceptionally high yield of bone¬ 
less retail cuts. Therefore, it is unlikely 
that thinly muscled cattle will qualify 
for Yield Grade 1. 

(4) Cattle qualifying for the minimum 
of Yield Grade 1 wifi differ widely in 
quality grade as a result of variations in 
distribution of finish and firmness of 
muscling. For example, young cattle 
which have considerable firmness of 
muscling and considerably greater de¬ 
posits of fat in the brisket, flanks, twist, 
and cod or udder than described for 
Yield Grade 1 ordinarily will qualify for 
the Good or Choice grade. However, such 
cattle with typical or less than typical 
deposits of fat in the brisket, flanks, 
twist, and cod or udder usually will quali¬ 
fy for the Standard or Utility grade. 

(b) Yield Grade 2. (1) Yield Grade 2 
slaughter cattle produce carcasses with 
high yields of boneless retail cuts. Cat¬ 
tle with characteristics qualifying them 
for the lower limits of Yield Grade 2 
(near the borderline between Yield Grade 

2 and Yield Grade 3) will differ consider¬ 
ably in appearance because of differences 
in the development of their muscling 
and skeletal systems and related differ¬ 
ences in fatness. 

(2) Very thickly muscled cattle typi¬ 
cal of the minimum of this grade have a 
high proportion of lean to bone. They 
are wide through the back and loin and 
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have slightly greater width through the 
shoulders and rounds than through the 
back. The top is well-rounded with little 
evidence of flatness and the back and 
loin are thick and full. The rounds are 
thick, full, and deep and the thickness 
through the middle part of the rounds 
is greater than that over the top. The 
shoulders are slightly prominent and 
the forearms are thick and full. There 
is a slightly thick covering of fat over 
the back and rump and the flanks are 
slightly deep. The brisket and cod or 
udder are slightly full. Slaughter cattle 
of this description producing 600-pound 
carcasses usually have about 0.6 of an 
inch of fat over the ribeye and about 12.5 
square inches of ribeye area. 

(3) Thinly muscled cattle typical of 
the minimum of this grade have a rela¬ 
tively low proportion of lean to bone. 
They tend to be flat and slightly narrow 
over the back and have slightly long, 
flat rounds. They are slightly wider over 
the back than through the rounds. The 
shoulders are slightly prominent and the 
forearms are only slightly thick. These 
cattle have a thin covering of fat over the 
back and rump. The flanks are slightly 
shallow and thin and the brisket and 
cod or udder have little evidence of full¬ 
ness. Slaughter cattle of this description 
producing 600 pound carcasses usually 
have 0.3 of an inch of fat over the ribeye 
and about 10.0 square inches of ribeye 
area. 

(4) Cattle qualifying for the minimum 
of Yield Grade 2 will differ greatly in 
quality grade as a result of variations in 
distribution of finish and firmness of 
muscling. For example, young cattle 
which have considerable firmness of 
muscling and typical or greater deposits 
of fat in the brisket, flanks, twist, and 
cod or udder than described for Yield 
Grade 2 ordinarily will qualify for Prime 
or Choice. Conversely, such cattle with 
less than typical deposits of fat in the 
brisket, flanks, twist, and cod or udder 
usually will qualify for the Good or 
Standard grade. 

(c) Yield Grade 2. (1) Yield Grade 3 
slaughter cattle produce carcasses with 
intermediate yields of boneless retail 
cuts. Cattle with characteristics qualify¬ 
ing them for the lower limits of Yield 
Grade 3 (near the borderline between 
Yield Grade 3 and 4) will differ consider¬ 
ably in appearance because of inherent 
differences in the development of their 
muscling and skeletal systems and re¬ 
lated differences in fatness. 

(2) Very thickly muscled cattle typi¬ 
cal of the minimum of this grade have a 
high proportion of lean to bone. They are 
very wide through the back and loin and 
are uniform in width from front to rear. 
The back or top is nearly flat with only 
a slight tendency toward roundness and 
there is a slight break Into the sides. The 
back and loin are very full and thick. 
The rounds are deep, thick, and full. The 
shoulders are smooth and the forearms 
are thick and full. There is a moderately 
thick covering of fat over the back and 
rump. The flanks are deep and full and 
the brisket and cod or udder are full. 


Slaughter cattle of this desecription pro¬ 
ducing 6C0-pound carcasses usually have 
about 0.9 of an inch of fat over the rib¬ 
eye and about 12.0 square inches of rib¬ 
eye area. 

(3) Thinly muscled cattle typical of 
the minimum of this grade have a rela¬ 
tively low proportion of lean to bone. 
They are flat and slightly wide over the 
back and loin and are wider over the 
back than through the rounds. The 
shoulders are slightly smooth and the 
forearms are only slightly thick. These 
cattle tend to have a slightly thick cover¬ 
ing of fat over the back and rump. The 
flanks are slightly deep and full and the 
brisket and cod or udder are slightly 
full. Slaughter cattle of this description 
producing 600-pound carcasses usually 
have about 0.6 of an inch of fat over the 
ribeye and about 9.5 square inches of 
ribeye area. 

(4) Cattle Qualifying for the minimum 
of Yield Grade 3 will differ greatly in 
quality grade ts a result of wide varia¬ 
tions in distribution of finish and firm¬ 
ness of muscling. Cattle with higher 
quality than normal for the minimum of 
this grade will have very firm muscling 
and will have greater deposits of fat in 
the brisket, flanks, twist, and cod or ud¬ 
der than described for Yield Grade 3 and 
will normally qualify for the Prime or 
Choice grade. Conversely, cattle with 
lower quality than normal for the mini¬ 
mum of this grade will have less deposits 
of fat in the brisket, flanks, twist, 
and cod or udder than described herein, 
and may only qualify for the Good grade. 

(d) Yield Grade 4. (1) Yield Grade 4 
slaughter cattle produce carcasses with 
moderately low yields of boneless retail 
cuts. Cattle with characteristics qualify¬ 
ing them for the lower limits of Yield 
Grade 4 (near the borderline between 
Yield Grades 4 and 5) will differ con¬ 
siderably in appearance because of in¬ 
herent differences in the development of 
their muscling and skeletal systems and 
related differences in fatness. 

(2) Very thickly muscled cattle typi¬ 
cal of the minimum of this grade have a 
high proportion of lean to bone. They ap¬ 
pear wider over the top than through the 
shoulders or rounds. The back and loin 
are very thick and full, nearly flat, and 
break sharply into the sides. The rounds 
are deep, thick, and full. The shoulders 
are smooth and the forearms are thick 
and full. These cattle have a thick cover¬ 
ing of fat over the back and rump. The 
flanks are very deep and full and the 
brisket and cod or udder are very full. 
Slaughter cattle of this description pro¬ 
ducing 600-pound carcasses usually have 
about 1.1 inches of fat over the ribeye 
and about 11.5 square inches of ribeye 
area. 

(3) Thinly muscled cattle typical of 
the minimum of this grade have a rela¬ 
tively low ratio of lean to bone. They are 
flat over the back and loin and much 
wider through the back than through 
the shoulders or rounds. The rounds tend 
to be long and flat. The shoulders Are 
smooth and the forearms are slightly 


thick. The cattle have a moderately 
thick covering of fat over the back and 
rump and the back breaks sharply 
into the sides. The flanks are deep and 
full and the brisket and cod or udder 
are full. Slaughter cattle of this descrip¬ 
tion producing 600-pound carcasses 
usually have about 0.9 of an inch of fat 
over the ribeye and about 9.0 square 
inches of ribeye area. 

«4) Cattle qualifying for the minimum 
of Yield Grade 4 will differ somewhat in 
quality grade as a result of variations 
in distribution of the finish and firmness 
of muscling. Most cattle at the minimum 
of this grade will qualify for the Prime 
or Choice grade. However, some cattle 
at the minimum of Yield Grade 4 with 
less deposits of fat in the brisket, flanks, 
twist, and cod or udder than described 
as typical may only qualify for the Good 
grade. 

(e) Yield Grade 5. (1) Yield Grade 5 
slaughter cattle produce carcasses with 
low yields of boneless retail cuts. Cattle 
of this grade consist of those not meet¬ 
ing the minimum requirements for Yield 
Grade 4 because of either more fat or 
less muscle or a combination of these 
characteristics. 

(2) Because of the high degree of 
finish required for cattle of this grade, 
the range in quality grades will be some¬ 
what small. Practically all cattle of this 
grade will qualify for either the Prime 
or Choice grade. 

Any person who desires to submit 
written data, view's, or arguments con¬ 
cerning the proposals set forth above 
may do so by filing them in duplicate 
with the Hearing Clerk, U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, Washington. D.C. 
20250 by December 10, 1974. 

Pursuant to 7 CFR 1.27(b). all written 
submissions made pursuant to this 
notice will be made available for public 
Inspection during normal business hours 
at the Office of the Hearing Clerk, Room 
113, Administration Building, United 
States Department of Agriculture. 
Washington, D.C. 20250. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 3rd 
day of September 1974. 

E. L. Peterson, 
Administrator. 

[PR Doc.74-20718 Plied 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


[ 7 CFR Part 993 ] 

DRIED PRUNES PRODUCED IN 
CALIFORNIA 

Proposed Expenses and Rate of 
Assessment for Crop Year 1974-75 

Notice is hereby given of a proposal 
regarding expenses of the Prune Ad¬ 
ministrative Committee for the 1974-75 
crop year and rate of assessment for that 
crop year, pursuant to §§ 993.80 and 
993.81 of the marketing agreement, as 
amended, and Order No. 993, as amended 
(7 CFR Part 993), regulating the han¬ 
dling of dried prunes produced in Cali- 
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fornia. The amended marketing agree¬ 
ment and order are effective under the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), 

The Prune Administrative Committee 
has recommended for the crop year 
beginning August 1, 1974, a budget of 
expenses in the total amount of $136,710 
and an assessment rate of $1.20 per ton 
of assessable prunes. Expenses in that 
amount and the assessment rate are 
specified in the proposal hereinafter set 
forth- The assessable tonnage is esti¬ 
mated by the Committee at 113,925 
natural condition tons. 

Consideration will be given to any 
written data, views, or arguments per¬ 
taining to the proposal which are re¬ 
ceived by the Hearing Clerk, U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture, Room 112, Adminis¬ 
tration Building, Washington, D.C. 20250, 
no later than September 30, 1974. All 
written submissions made pursuant to 
this notice should be in quadruplicate 
and will be made available for public in¬ 
spection at the Office of the Hearing 
Clerk during regular business hours (7 
CFR 1.27(b)). 

The proposal is as follows: 

§ 993.325 Expenses of tlic Prune Ad¬ 
ministrative Committee end rate of 
assessment for the 1974—75 crop 
year. 

(a) Expenses. Expenses in the amount 
of $136,710 are reasonable and likely to 
be incurred by the Prune Administrative 
Committee during the crop year begin¬ 
ning August 1, 1974, for its maintenance 
and functioning and for such other pur¬ 
poses as the Secretary may, pursuant to 
the applicable provisions of the market¬ 
ing agreement, as amended, and this 
part, determine to be appropriate. 

(b) Rate of assessment. The rate of 
assessment for such crop year which each 
handler is required, pursuant to § 933.81, 
to pay to the Prune Administrative Com¬ 
mittee as his pro rata share of the said 
expenses is fixed at $1.20 per ton of sal¬ 
able prunes handled by him as the first 
handler thereof. 

Dated: September 6, 1974. 

Charles R. Brader, 
Deputy Director , 
Fruit and Vegetable Division. 

[FR Doc.74-21001 Piled 9-10-74;8:45 ami 


[ 7 CFR Part 1030 ] 

MILK IN THE CHICAGO REGIONAL 
MARKETING AREA 

Notice of Proposed Temporary Revision 
of Shipping Percentage 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to the provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the 
provisions of § 1030.7(b) (6) of the or¬ 
der, the temporary revision of certain 
provisions of the order regulating the 
handling of milk in the Chicago Regional 
marketing area is being considered for 
the month of September 1974. 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views or arguments in connec¬ 


tion with the proposed revision should 
file the same with the Hearing Clerk, 
Room 112-A, Administration Building, 
United States Department of Agricul¬ 
ture, Washington, D.C. 20250, not later 
than September 16, 1974. All documents 
filed should be in quadruplicate. The 
period for filing views is being limited 
to the above-mentioned date to enable 
the timely consideration of this matter 
since the proposed action would be ap¬ 
plicable to milk shipments made during 
September. Further, the proposed change 
provides some relaxation of pooling 
standards and thus will not require ex¬ 
tensive preparation or substantial altera¬ 
tion in method of operation for handlers. 

All written submissions made pursuant 
to the notice will be made available for 
public inspection at the office of the 
Hearing Clerk during regular business 
hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 

The provisions proposed to be revised 
are (1) the supply plant shipping per¬ 
centage of 40 percent set forth in § 1030.7 
(b) (4) that is applicable during the 
month of September, and (2) § 1030.7(b) 
(7)(iii), the shipping requirement of 20 
percent applicable to each plant in a unit 
of two or more plants (as defined in 
§ 1030.7(b) (7)) during the month of Sep¬ 
tember. 

Pursuant to the provisions of § 1030.7 
(b)(6) the supply plant shipping per¬ 
centages set forth in § 1030.7(b)(4) and 
§ 1030.7(b) (7) (iii) shall be increased or 
decreased by up to 10 percentage points 
during the months of August-March, if 
necessary to obtain needed shipments or 
to prevent uneconomic shipments. 

Associated Milk Producers, Inc., on be¬ 
half of itself and 11 other milk producer 
cooperative associations representing a 
majority of producers supplying the Chi¬ 
cago Regional market, requests that dur¬ 
ing September 1974 the supply plant 
shipping percentage be reduced 10 per¬ 
centage points and the shipping percent¬ 
age applicable to each plant within a unit 
be reduced 5 percentage points. This co¬ 
operative states that the 40 percent ship¬ 
ping requirement in September would 
cause uneconomic shipments of milk. 

To fulfill their fluid milk requirements, 
distributing plants obtain a major por¬ 
tion of their milk supplies from supply 
plants, since about 80 percent of the mar¬ 
ket’s milk supply is assembled at supply 
plants. In recent months, however, Class 
I sales have been significantly below a 
year ago. In July, for instance. Class I 
sales were down more than 3 million 
pounds compared to July 1973. Moreover, 
receipts of producer milk on the market 
increased by nearly 33 million pounds 
in July 1974 compared to July 1973. 

There is a reduced demand for Class 
I milk and an increase in the milk sup¬ 
ply on the market. Thus there is a re¬ 
duced demand for supply plant milk in 
Class I use and a reduction in required 
shipments may, accordingly, be appropri¬ 
ate. A reduction in the required ship¬ 
ments of supply plant milk during Sep¬ 
tember would allow greater flexibility 
in obtaining milk as among supply plants 
in the market and may prevent uneco¬ 


nomic movements of milk merely for 
purposes of pool plant qualification. 

Therefore, it may be appropriate to 
reduce the aforementioned pool supply 
plant shipping percentage for the month 
of September 1974 to prevent uneco¬ 
nomic shipments. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 6,1974. 

P. W. Halnon, 

Acting Director, 
Dairy Division. 

(PR Doc.74-21000 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 
[21 CFR Part 17] 

EGG BREAD 

Proposal To Amend Identity Standards for 
Bakery Products by Revising Optional In¬ 
gredient Requirements and Requiring 
Label Declaration of All Optional In¬ 
gredients 

A. A petition has been filed by The 
Great Atlantic & Pacific Tea Company, 
Inc. (A & P), National Bakery Division, 
420 Lexington Ave., New York, N.Y. 
10017, proposing that the standards of 
identity for bread (21 CFR 17.1) and en¬ 
riched bread (2l CFR 17.2) be amended 
to provide for use of the names “egg 
bread” and “enriched egg bread” when 
the food contains not less than 4.1 parts 
whole egg solids for each 100 parts by 
weight of flour used. 

Grounds given in support of the pro¬ 
posal are that the amendments would 
help prevent controversy regarding the 
legality of breads, rolls, and buns called 
“egg bread,” “challah,” “egg rolls,” “egg 
buns,” etc., produced with or without 
artificial color or other materials which 
impart a color simulating the color of 
eggs; that such amendments would pro¬ 
mote honesty and fair dealing in the in¬ 
terest of consumers in that there would 
be no deception by means of simulated 
color and that the food would contain a 
required minimum amount of whole egg 
solids. 

The A & P petition proposes that Part 
17 be amended as follows: 

1. In § 17.1 by adding paragraph (d), 
as follows: 

§ 17.1 Bread, white bread, and rolls , white 
rolls, or buns, white buns; identity; label 
statement of optional ingredients. 

• • • • * 

(d) When the food contains not less than 
4.1 parts whole egg solids derived from one 
or more of the appropriate optional Ingredi¬ 
ents listed in paragraph (a)(4) of this sec¬ 
tion for each 100 parts by weight of flour used 
(including any bromated or pliosphated flour 
used) and when the food contains no spice, 
spice oil, or spice extract that simulates the 
color of eggs, the name of the food is ‘‘bread”, 
“egg bread”, “challah” (including any gen¬ 
erally accepted variant spelling), “rolls", “egg 
rolls”, “challah roUs", “buns”, “egg buns”, 
“challah buns”, as appropriate, or words of 
similar import. 
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2. In 5 17.2 by adding paragraph (c), 
as follows: 

% 172 Enriched bread and enriched rolls 
or enriched buns: identity: label state¬ 
ment of optional ingredients. 


(c) When the enriched food contains not 
less than 4.1 parts whole egg solids derived 
from one or more of the appropriate optional 
ingredients listed In 5 17.1(a) (4) for each 
100 parts by weight of flour used (Including 
any bromated or phosphated flour used) and 
when the food contains no spice, spice oil, or 
spice extract that simulates the color of eggs, 
the name of the food Is “enriched bread'*, 
“enriched egg bread”, “enriched challah'* (In¬ 
cluding any generally accepted variant spell¬ 
ing), "enriched roUs”, “enriched egg rolls”, 
“enriched challah rolls’*, “enriched buns”, 
“enriched egg buns”, “enriched challah 
buns”, as appropriate, or words of similar 
Import. 

Provision for “Egg Bread’* 

B. The Commissioner of Food and 
Drugs is aware that there is confusion 
among consumers as to the identity of 
“egg bread” and that it would be in the 
interest of consumers to appropriately 
amend the standards of identity for 
bakery products to provide for “egg 
bread.” In consideration of the problem, 
the Food and Drug Administration 
(FDA) arranged for the following two 
surveys to be conducted* 

1. ' The survey covering manufacturers 
of “egg bread/’ “egg rolls,” or “egg buns** 
was carried out by FDA personnel to 
determine how much whole egg solids is 
actually being used in these items labeled 
with the word “egg*’ in the name of the 
food (a copy of the results of this survey 
is on public display in the office of the 
Hearing Clerk). It was found that the 
number of eggs—or the equivalent in 
whole egg solids—in 21 such foods varied 
from less than one-tenth of an egg to 
about one and one-half eggs per 1-pound 
loaf of bread or 1 pound of rolls or buns, 
with an average of slightly less than half 
an egg. 

2. The survey, “A Study of Consumer 
Concepts and Expectations Concerning 
Four Selected Bread Products and Their 
Associated Label Declarations/* was con¬ 
ducted under a contract granted by FDA 
to study consumer concepts and expec¬ 
tations (a copy of this study is on public 
display in the office of the Hearing 
Clerk). This was a consumer survey on a 
national basis to determine how much 
egg the average consumer expects to be 
present in “egg bread” and how much 
he thinks really should be present. Al¬ 
most 24 percent of the consumers ex¬ 
pected one egg per 1-pound loaf; nearly 
20 percent expected two eggs; and 14 per¬ 
cent expected three eggs. The frequency 
continued to diminish with the increas¬ 
ing number of eggs. There was no signif¬ 
icant difference between these amounts 
and those that consumers thought really 
should be present. 

The difference between the amount of 
egg that some consumers expect to be 
present in a 1-pound loaf of “egg bread” 
and the amount that actually is present 
shows that consumers are not adequately 


informed by the label of the product as to 
the amount of egg in “egg bread.” 

In the following discussion, the rela¬ 
tionships between number of eggs and 
amount of whole egg solids are based on 
these values; (a) the edible portion of 
a medium-sized egg weighs 1.56 ounces 
and that of a large egg, 1.78 ounces; (b) 
the corresponding weights for whole egg 
solids (moisture-free basis) are, respec¬ 
tively, 0.41 ounce and 0.47 ounce; (c) 
2Vfe cups of flour weigh 10 ounces; and 
<d) 10 ounces of flour yield 1 pound of 
bread. The sources of these data are: U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, “Composi¬ 
tion of Food/’ Agriculture Handbook No. 
8 and “Egg Grading Manual/* Agricul¬ 
ture Handbook No. 75, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, Washington, DC 20250; 
Summers, John C., “Science and Prac¬ 
tices of Breads and Rolls Manufacture,*’ 
Oklahoma A&M School of Baking, Ok¬ 
mulgee, OK 74447; and various cook¬ 
books, including “The Basic Cook Book,** 
Heseltine and Dow, Houghton Mifflin 
Co., Boston. 

At public hearings in 1941, 1943, and 
1948, FDA proposed that egg bread con¬ 
tain at least 5 parts of whole egg solids 
for each 100 parts by weight of flour 
used, equivalent to approximately one 
and one-flfth medium-sized eggs per 
pound of bread. The American Bakers 
Association at that time proposed two 
parts of whole egg solids. Two parts of 
whole egg solids per 100 parts by weight 
of flour used would be equivalent to ap¬ 
proximately one-half of a medium-sized 
egg per 1-pound loaf of bread. 

The fundamental issue is the minimum 
amount of whole egg solids that should 
be present in bread for it to be qualified 
for the name “egg bread.” In addition, 
it seems essential to find a way of in¬ 
forming the consumer how much egg 
solids is actually present in egg bread. 

The Findings of Fact (published in 
the Federal Register of May 15, 1952 (17 
FR 4453)) emanating from the hearings 
in 1941 revealed that, based on evidence 
presented, a bread containing 2 parts of 
whole egg solids for each 100 parts by 
weight of flour used could not be dis¬ 
tinguished by the ordinary consumer 
from the product commonly known as 
bread or white bread. This viewpoint pre¬ 
vailed through the subsequent hearings 
in 1943 and 1948. As a result, a standard 
for egg bread containing that quantity 
of egg solids w T as not promulgated. 

The price differential between “egg 
bread” and standardized white bread in¬ 
dicates that consumers are willing to pay 
a premium price for a bread that is rep¬ 
resented as containing a special ingre¬ 
dient even when that special ingredient 
is not readily detected. The Commis¬ 
sioner believes that a bread so repre¬ 
sented should contain a significant 
amount of the special ingredient. The 
results of the surveys indicate that this 
condition is not being met by many of 
the breads that are marketed as “egg 
bread,” A revision of the standard of 
identity for bread to provide for a food 
called “egg bread” would assure the con¬ 
sumer of at least a specified minimum 


amount of whole egg solids in the food. 

In addition to the surveys of consumer 
expectations and industry practice, FDA 
summarized 24 recipes for egg bread 
taken from representative cookbooks and 
magazines published in the United States 
(a copy of this summary is on public 
display in the office of the Hearing 
Clerk). All recipes were expressed in 
household units of measure such as cups 
of flour and number of eggs. When the 
previously described weight and volume 
relationships for flour and bread were 
applied to the recipes, the number of 
eggs per pound of bread varied from 0.56 
to 1.25 with an average of 0.91. 

Assuming that a fair percentage of the 
individuals who bake bread in accord¬ 
ance with cookbook recipes use large 
eggs, the recipe average would represent 
0.91 of a large egg per 1-pound loaf of 
bread, which is equivalent to slightly 
more than one medium-sized egg. The 
Commissioner is of the opinion that the 
“egg bread” provided for in the standard 
of identity should also contain the 
equivalent of at least one medium-sized 
egg per pound of bread. That amount 
would be equivalent to 2.56 percent by 
weight of whole egg solids in the bread or 
4.10 parts of whole egg solids per 100 
parts by weight of flour used. According¬ 
ly, the Commissioner considers that the 
amount of whole egg solids proposed by 
the petitioner is appropriate. It should be 
noted that all figures in this preamble 
and in the proposed regulations relating 
to amounts of whole egg solids refer to 
the edible contents of eggs expressed on 
a moisture-free basis and exclusive of 
any nonegg solids which may be present 
In standardized and other commercial 
egg products. 

To inform the consumer how much 
egg is present in the bread, the Commis¬ 
sioner is proposing that the name of the 
food, as it appears on the label, include 
a statement of the amount of egg present. 
The question is what method of declara¬ 
tion would be the most informative and 
the easiest to comprehend. In the trade, 
the amount of egg used in bread is usually 
expressed as parts of whole egg solids per 
100 parts by weight of flour used. This 
method would obviously be rather mean¬ 
ingless to the consumer who is ac¬ 
customed to thinking in terms of shell 
eggs, cups of flour, and loaves of bread. 
Another possible method of declaration 
would be as percent of whole egg solids 
in the bread. This approach goes only 
part of the way toward resolving the 
matter because the average consumer is 
.not aware of the amount of egg solids in 
an egg. It appears that the most mean¬ 
ingful declaration would be derived from 
using one medium-sized egg as a com¬ 
mon denominator and declaring the 
quantity of egg present in “egg bread * 
on that basis. The fact that the consumer 
survey referred to previously was re¬ 
ported in terms of number of eggs in a 
1-pound loaf of bread lends support to 
this approach. Thus, the label would bear 
a statement of the egg content in terms 
of the number of medium-sized eggs per 
pound of bread. The Commissioner w f ould 
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welcome comments on the merits of this 
or any other suggested methods of 
declaration. 

In the proposal based on the industry 
petition, the word “challah” (including 
any generally accepted variant spelling), 
“challah rolls,” “challah buns,” “en¬ 
riched challah,” etc., were listed as alter¬ 
native names for the food containing the 
specified amount of egg solids. Since the 
word “challah” has limited usage and is 
not known to many people who enter the 
marketplace, the Commissioner also de¬ 
sires comments on this issue. It should 
be pointed out that in permitting the use 
of an alternative name which is not a 
common or usual name it has been the 
practice to require that the name set 
forth in the standard immediately pre¬ 
cede or follow the fanciful or alternative 
name so that all consumers will be in¬ 
formed as to the identity of the food. 

For bread, regardless of whether or not 
it is labeled “egg bread,” etc., not to ap¬ 
pear to contain more egg than it does, 
the Commissioner is proposing that ex¬ 
cept for the use of butter which may have 
added color, as provided for below, the 
food contain no added color as such or 
as a component of another ingredient. 
The restriction would apply, among 
other materials, to spices, spice oils, or 
spice extracts that would impart a color 
simulating the color of egg to the bread. 
Butter with added color may be used if 
the intensity of the color of the butter 
does not exceed “medium high” iMH) 
when measured against the Munsell But¬ 
ter Color Comparator. This color inten¬ 
sity corresponds with the highest color 
normally obtained in butter to which no 
color has been added. The MH designa¬ 
tion corresponds to the Munsell re- 
notation of 3.8Y 7.9/7.6. The Munsell 
Butter Color Comparator is used for 
butter grading purposes by the Inspec¬ 
tion and Grading Branch, Dairy Divi¬ 
sion, Agricultural Marketing Service. 
United States Department of Agriculture, 
and is available from Munsell Color Co.. 
2441 N. Calvert St., Baltimore, MD 21218. 

Optional Ingredient Requirement 

The Commissioner is of the opinion 
that the recipe requirements of the food 
standards should be revised, where ap¬ 
plicable, to permit the use of any sale 
and suitable ingredients which do not 
adversely affect the identity of the food. 
The Commissioner considers this pro¬ 
vision to be In the interest of consumers 
because it permits manufacturers readily 
to adopt new advances in food tech¬ 
nology to meet consumer demands 
without reducing the protection of the 
consumer. Accordingly, he proposes a 
complete revision of 21 CFR Part 17 to 
reflect the permitted use of such safe 
and suitable ingredients. 

It is intended that the use of safe and 
suitable ingredients be permitted with as 
little restriction as practicable within 
the confines of any applicable food ad¬ 
ditive regulations. To safeguard the 
identity and integrity of the food, how¬ 
ever, it is necessary that limited controls 
be maintained on some ingredients. 
Mono- and diglycerides, propylene glycol 


mono- and diesters, and diacetyl tartaric 
acid esters, for example, when used in ex¬ 
cess in conjunction with shortening, may 
keep the bread soft and thus make it 
appear to be fresh beyond a reasonable 
shelf-life span. Excessive use of flours 
and meals of nonwheat sources, or dex- 
trinized starches used as dusting flour 
and for other purposes can cause the food 
to lose its identity as bread or make it 
appear to be of better quality than it is. 
Improper use of yeast nutrients, oxidiz¬ 
ing agents, and certain dough con¬ 
ditioners can result in excessive loaf 
volume which may be misleading to con¬ 
sumers. 

In the proposal below, the amount of 
inactive dry yeast that may be used is 
limited to 2 parts per 100 parts by weight 
of flour because higher amounts tend to 
produce color and odor changes which 
affect the Identity of the food. Enzyme 
active soy flour is used in breadmaking 
because of its bleaching effect on the 
flour. Since it is not necessary to use 
more than 0.5 part for each 100 parts by 
weight of flour, the proposal limits the 
use of the ingredient to that amount. 
Tlie use of vital wheat gluten is limited to 
4 parts for each 100 parts by weight of 
flour. The use of larger quantities could 
encourage the making of unwarranted 
nutritional claims. Milk and milk prod¬ 
ucts in bread (§ 17.10) are limited to 
avoid a conflict with the standard of 
identity for milk bread. The maximum 
levels allowed in this proposal for the 
ingredients above are the same as those 
in the present identity standard for 
bread. 

Other ingredients specifically pro¬ 
vided for have no limitations placed on 
their use, except for limitations on vita¬ 
mins and minerals in enriched bread, 
either because they contribute to mean¬ 
ingful nutritional improvement of the 
food or because they are self-limiting for 
technological reasons. These include salt, 
egg products, nutritive carbohydrate 
sweeteners, shortening, enzymes, lactic- 
acid-producing bacteria, reducing agents, 
and milk in standardized milk bread. 
The only criteria for use of other ingredi¬ 
ents not specifically listed or limited in 
this proposal are that they *be safe and 
suitable and that they not adversely 
affect the physical and nutritional char¬ 
acteristics or change the identity of the 
food. 

With regard to enriched bread, the 
Commissioner calls attention to the re¬ 
cent orders published in the Federal 
Register of October 15, 1973 (38 FR 
28558) and February 11, 1974 (39 FR 
5188), regarding the nutrient levels of 
enriched flour, enriched self-rising flour, 
and enriched bread and to the public 
hearing conducted in April 1974. to re¬ 
ceive evidence on the issues raised by ob¬ 
jections to the order of October 15, 1973, 
regarding the provision for increasing 
the iron content of these three foods. The 
levels of vitamins and minerals pre¬ 
scribed by the orders cited above will 
govern the addition of nutrients to en¬ 
riched bread pending the final resolu¬ 
tion of the issue that was the subject of 
the hearing. In the proposal below, cer¬ 


tain changes are proposed in the en¬ 
riched bread standard so as to make this 
standard consistent with the overall re¬ 
vision of 21 CFR Part 17 and to incor¬ 
porate provisions for an enriched “egg 
bread” and related products. These pro¬ 
posed changes do not involve the nu¬ 
trient levels prescribed for enriched 
bread. 

Label Declaration of all 
Optional Ingredients 

The Commissioner is aware of the 
significant consumer interest in having 
the labels of food bear complete infor¬ 
mation regarding the ingredients used in 
such foods. Therefore, he proposes to 
amend all definitions and standards of 
identity for all oakery products covered 
by 21 CFR Part 17 to require the label 
declaration of all optional ingredients 
used in the preparation of the food. The 
Commissioner considers all ingredients 
provided for in the identity standard for 
bread to be optional since there is more 
than one type of flour permitted, and 
several moistening agents including 
water, eggs, ana milk can be optionally 
selected for use. The function of salt in 
bread is its contribution to flavor. It is 
therefore not listed as a mandatory in¬ 
gredient in the regulation. Accordingly, 
the Commissioner proposes that, in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions in 21 CFR 
3.88, the common name of each optional 
ingredient used in the manufacture of 
bread be declared on the label. 

As applicable, the provisions of the 
bread standard are being incorporated 
into the standards for enriched bread, 
milk bread, raisin bread, and whole 
wheat bread by cross reference. 

As set forth below, the proposal 
amends the bakery products standards 
by revising and redesignating §§ 17.1. 
17.2. 17.3, 17.4, and 17.5 as §§ 17.10. 17.20. 
17.30, 17.40, and 17.50, respectively, and 
by adding a new § 17.1 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (secs. 401, 701, 52 Stat. 1046, 1055- 
1056, as amended by 70 Stat. 919 and 72 
Stat. 948; 21 U.S.C. 341, 371) and under 
authority delegated to him (21 CFR 
2.12 0.), the Commissioner proposes that 
21 CFR Part 17 be revised to read as 
follows: 

PART 17—BAKERY PRODUCTS 

Soo 

17.1 Definitions. 

17.10 Bread, white bread, and rolls, while 
rolls, or buns, white buns; Identity: 
label statement of optional Ingredi¬ 
ents. 

17.20 Enriched bread and enriched rolls or 
enriched buns; Identity; label state¬ 
ment of optional Ingredients. 

17.30 Milk bread and milk rolls or milk 
buns; Identity; label statement of 
optional Ingredients. 

17.40 R&lsln bread and raisin rolls or raisin 
buns; identity; label statement of 
optional Ingredients. 

17.50 Whole wheat bread, graham bread. 

entire wheat bread, whole wheat 
rolls, graham rolls, entire wheat 
rolls, whole wheat buns, graham 
buns, entire wheat buns; identity; 
label statement of optional Ingredi¬ 
ents. 
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§17.1 Definitions. 

For purposes of this part, the following 
definitions apply: 

(a) The word “bread” when used in 
the name of the food means the unit 
weighs one-half pound or more after 
cooling. 

<b) The words “rolls” and “buns” when 
used in the name of the food mean the 
unit weighs less than one-half pound 
after cooling. 

(c) “Vital wheat gluten” is wheat glu¬ 
ten which retains its elastic, film-form¬ 
ing, and strengthening properties and 
which is not denatured as determined by 
the test prescribed in “Approved Methods 
of the American Association of Cereal 
Chemists,” Method 38—titled “Vital 
Wheat Gluten” (December 1962) , l 

§ 17.10 Bread, while bread, und rolls 
while rolls, or buna, while buna: iden¬ 
tity; label statement of optional in¬ 
gredients. 

(a) Each of the foods bread, white 
bread, rolls, white rolls, buns, and white 
buns is prepared by baking a mixed 
yeast-leavened dough made by moisten¬ 
ing flour with water or with one or more 
of the optional liquid ingredients speci¬ 
fied in this section or with any mixture 
of water and one or more of such ingredi¬ 
ents. All ingredients from which the food 
is fabricated shall be safe and suitable. 
The term “flour,” unqualified, as used in 
this section, includes flour, bromated 
flour, and phosphated flour. The potas¬ 
sium bromate in any bromated flour used 
and the monocalcium phosphate in any 
phosphated flour used shall be deemed to 
be optional ingredients in the bread or 
rolls. Each such food may contain addi¬ 
tional optional ingredients as provided 
for in paragraph (b) of this section. Each 
of the foods contains not less than 62 
percent total solids as determined by the 
method prescribed in paragraph (c) of 
this section. 

(b) The following optional ingredients 
may be used: 

(1) Salt. 

(2) Shortening, in which or in con¬ 
junction with which may be used one or 
any combination of two or more of the 
following: 

(i) Lecithin, hydroxylated lecithin 
complying with the provisions of § 121.- 
1027 of this chapter (either of which 
may include related phosphatides de¬ 
rived from the corn oil or soybean oil 
from which such ingredients were 
obtained). 

<ii) Mono- and diglycerides of fat¬ 
forming fatty acids, diacetyl tartaric acid 
esters of mono- and diglycerides of fat¬ 
forming fatty acids, propylene glycol 
mono- and diesters of fat-forming fatty 
acids complying with the provisions of 
§ 121.1113 of this chapter, or a combina¬ 
tion of two or more of these. The total 
weight of these ingredients used does not 
exceed 20 percent by weight of the com¬ 


* Copies may be obtained from: American 
Association of Cereal Chemists, Inc., 3340 
Pilot Knob Rd., St. Paul. MN 55121. 


bination of such ingredients and the 
shortening, and the total amount of 
monoglyceride, diacetyl tartaric acid es¬ 
ter of monoglyceride, and propylene gly¬ 
col monoester does not exceed 8 percent 
by weight of the combination; but if 
purified or concentrated monoglyceride 
alone is used, the amount does not exceed 
10 percent by weight of the combination. 

(3) Milk and milk products in such 
quantity and composition as not to meet 
the requirements for milk or milk prod¬ 
ucts prescribed for milk bread by § 17.30. 
Whenever milk solids not fat in any form 
are used, carrageenan or salts of carra¬ 
geenan may be used in a quantity not 
in excess of 0.8 percent by weight of such 
milk solids not fat. 

(4) Egg products. 

(5) Nutritive carbohydrate sweeteners. 

(6) Enzyme active preparations. 

(7) Inactive dried yeast, singly or in 
combination, or Saccharomyces cereui- 
siae , Saccharomyces fragilis, or Candida 
utilis (torula) if the total quantity is not 
more than 2 parts for each 100 parts by 
weight of the flour used. 

(8) Lactic-acid-producing bacteria. 

(9) Nonwheat flours, non wheat meals, 
nonwheat grits, wheat and nonwheat 
starches, any of which may be wholly or 
in part dextrinized, dextrinized wheat 
flour, or any combination of two or more 
of these, if the total quantity is not more 
than 3 parts for each 100 parts by weight 
of flour used. 

(10) Ground dehulled soybeans, 
which may be heat-treated and from 
which oil may be removed, but which 
retain enzymatic activity, if the quantity 
is not more than 0.5 part for each 100 
parts by weight of flour used. 

(11) Yeast nutrients and calcium salts, 
if the total quantity of such ingredients, 
with the exception of monocalcium phos¬ 
phate, is not more than 0.25 part for each 
100 parts by weight of flour used. The 
quantity of monocalcium phosphate, in¬ 
cluding any quantity in the flour used, is 
not more than 0.75 part for each 100 
parts by weight of flour used. 

(12) (i) Potassium bromate, calcium 
bromate, potassium iodate, calcium io- 
date, calcium peroxide, or any combina¬ 
tion of two or more of these if the total 
quantity, including the potassium bro¬ 
mate in any bromated flour used, is not 
more than 0.0075 part for each 100 parts 
by weight of flour used. 

(ii) Azodicarbonamide. if the total 
quantity, including any quantity in the 
flour used, is not more than 0.0045 part 
for each 100 parts by weight of flour 
used. 

(iii) Ascorbic acid, if the total quan¬ 
tity, including any quantity in the flour 
used, is not more than 0.02 part for each 
100 parts by weight of flour used. 

(13) Other dough conditioners, not 
specifically listed in this paragraph, if 
the total quantities of such ingredients 
or combination is not more than 0.5 part 
for each 100 parts by weight of flour 
used. 

(14) Reducing agents. 

(15) Vital wheat gluten in such quan¬ 
tity that for bread not more than 2 parts 


and for rolls and buns not more than 4 
parts are used for each 100 parts by 
weight of flour used. 

(16) Spices, spice oil, and spice extract 
which do not impart a color simulating 
that of egg to the food. 

(17) Natural or artificial colors may 
not be added as such or as part of an¬ 
other ingredient except that which may 
be present in butter if the intensity of 
the butter color does not exceed “me¬ 
dium high” (MH) when viewed under 
diffused light (7400 Kelvin) against the 
Munsell Butter Color Comparitor. The 
MH designation corresponds to the Mun¬ 
sell re-notation of 3.8Y 7.9/7.6. 

(18) Other ingredients that do not 
adversely affect the physical and nutri¬ 
tional characteristics of the bread or 
make it appear to be better or of greater 
value than it is. 

(c) Total solids are determined by the 
method prescribed in “Official Methods 
of Analysis of the Association of Official 
Analytical Chemists,” 11th Ed. 1970, sec. 
14.083(a),* except that if the baked unit 
weighs 1 pound or more, one entire unit 
is used for the determination; if the 
baked unit weighs less than 1 pound, 
enough units to weigh 1 pound or more 
are used. 

(d) The name of the food is “bread”, 

“white bread”, “rolls”, “white rolls”, 
“buns”, “white buns”, as applicable. 
When the food contains not less than 
2.56 percent by weight of whole egg 
solids. the name of the food may be “egg 
bread”, “egg rolls”, or “egg buns", as 
applicable, if the name includes the state¬ 
ment “Contains _ medium-sized 

egg(s) per pound” in the manner pre¬ 
scribed by Part 102 of this chapter, the 
blank to be filled in with the number 
which represents the whole egg content 
of the food expressed to the nearest one- 
fifth egg but not greater than the amount 
actually present. For the purpose of this 
regulation, whole egg solids are the edible 
contents of eggs calculated on a mois¬ 
ture-free basis and exclusive of any non¬ 
egg solids which may be present in 
standardized and other commercial egg 
products. 0.41 ounce of whole egg solids 
is equivalent to one medium-sized egg. 

(e) All optional ingredients used in the 
food shall be declared on the label as re¬ 
quired by the applicable sections of Part 
1 of this chapter. 

§ 17.20 Enriched broad and enriched 
rolls or enriched buns; identity; label 
Mateinent of optional ingredients. 

(a) Each of the foods enriched bread, 
enriched rolls, and enriched buns con¬ 
forms to the definition and standard of 
identity and is subject to the require¬ 
ments for label statement of optional 
ingredients prescribed for bread and rolls 
or buns by § 17.10, except that: 

(1) Each such food contains in each 
pound 1.8 milligrams of thiamin, 1.1 mil¬ 
ligrams of riboflavin, 15 milligrams of 
niacin, and 25 milligrams of iron. 


3 Copies may be obtained from: Association 
of Official Analytical Chemists, Ben Franklin 
Station, P.O. Box 540, Washington, DC. 
20044. 
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Note. —By an order published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register of February 11. 1974 (39 FR 
5188), concerning nutritional requirements 
for standardized enriched bakery products, 
the requirement that the food contain 25 
milligrams of iron per pound was stayed. Ac¬ 
cordingly, the requirement for Iron reverts to 
that In 21 CFR 17.2(a)(1) of not less than 
8.0 milligrams and not more than 12.5 milli¬ 
grams per pound pending resolution of the 
Issue of the level of Iron enrichment that 
was the subject of a hearing conducted in 
April 1074. 

(2) Each such food may contain added 
calcium in such quantity that the total 
calcium content is 600 milligrams per 
pound. If insufficient calcium is added 
to meet the 600-milligram level per 
pound of the finished food, no claim may 
be made on the label for calcium as a nu¬ 
trient. 

(3) The requirements of paragraph 

(a) (1) and (2) of this section will be 
deemed to have been met if reasonable 
overages of the vitamins and minerals, 
within the limits of good manufacturing 
practice, are present to ensure that the 
required levels of the vitamins and min¬ 
erals are maintained throughout the 
expected shelf life of the food under cus¬ 
tomary conditions of distribution and 
storage. The quantitative content of the 
following vitamins shall be calculated In 
terms of the following chemically identi¬ 
fiable reference forms: 



Reference fonn 


Vitamin 

Name 

Empirical formula 

Molec¬ 

ular 

weight 

Thiamine.. Thiamine 

CuHtfClN«OS.HCl 

337.28 

chloride 

hydro¬ 

chloride. 

Riboflavin. Riboflavin.. 

CjjSlrtN*Oi 

376.37 

Niacin.Niacin. _ 

CellftNO- 

123.11 


Note. —Pending resolution of the issue 
which was the subject of the hearing referred 
to In the note in paragraph (a)(1) of this 
section, the provision relating to overages 
ol vitamins and minerals does not apply to 
iron. 

(4) Each such food may also contain 
wheat germ or partly defatted wheat 
germ, but the total quantity thereof, In¬ 
cluding any wheat germ or partly de¬ 
fatted wheat germ in any enriched flour 
used, shall not be more than 5 percent of 
the flour ingredient. 

(5) Enriched flour may be used, in 
whole or In part, instead of flour. As used 
in this section, the term “enriched flour” 
includes enriched bromated flour. 

(6) The limitation prescribed by § 17.- 
10(b) (3) on the quantity and composi¬ 
tion of milk and milk products does not 
apply. 

(7) The vitamins and minerals added 
to the food for enrichment purposes may 
be supplied by any safe and suitable sub¬ 
stances. Niacin equivalents as derived 
from tryptophan content shall not be 
used in determining total niacin content. 

(b) The name of the food Is “enriched 
bread,” “enriched rolls,” or “enriched 
buns,” as applicable. When the food con¬ 
tains not less than 2.56 percent by weight 
of whole egg solids, the name of the food 


may be “enriched egg bread,” “enriched 
egg rolls,” or “enriched egg buns,” as ap¬ 
plicable, if the name includes the state¬ 
ment “Contains_medium sized 

egg(s) per pound” in the manner pre¬ 
scribed by Part 102 of this chapter, the 
blank to be filled in with the number 
which represents the whole egg content 
of the food expressed to the nearest one- 
fifth egg but not greater than the amount 
actually present. For the purpose of this 
regulation, whole egg solids are the 
edible contents of eggs calculated on a 
moisture-free basis and exclusive of any 
nonegg solids which may be present in 
standardized and other commercial egg 
products. 0.41 ounce of whole egg solids 
is equivalent to one medium-sized egg. 

§ 17.30 Milk l>rc«d and milk rolls or 
milk bnns; ideality: label statement 
of optional ingredients. 

(a) Each of the foods milk bread, milk 
rolls, and milk buns conforms to the def¬ 
inition and standard of identity and is 
subject to the requirements for label 
statement of optional ingredients pre¬ 
scribed for bread and rolls or buns by 
§ 17.10, except that: 

(1) The only moistening ingredient 
permitted in the preparation of the 
dough is milk or, as an alternative, a 
combination of dairy products in such 
a proportion that the weight of the non¬ 
fat milk solids is not more than 2.3 times 
and not less than 1.2 times the weight of 
the milk fat therein, with or without 
water, in a quantity that provides not 
less than 8.2 parts milk solids for each 
100 parts by weight of flour. 

(2) No buttermilk, buttermilk prod¬ 
uct, cheese whey, cheese whey product, 
or milk protein is used. 

(b) The name of the food is “milk 
bread,” “milk rolls”, “milk buns,” as 
applicable. 

§ 17.40 Raisin bread and raisin rolls or 
raisin buns, identity; label statement 
of optional ingredients. 

(а) Each of the foods raisin bread, 
raisin rolls, and raisin buns conforms to 
the definition and standard of identity 
and is subject to the requirements for 
label statement of optional ingredients 
prescribed for bread and rolls or buns by 
§ 17.10, except that: 

(1) Not less than 50 parts by weight of 
seeded or seedless raisins are used for 
each 100 parts by weight of flour used. 

(2) Water extract of raisins may be 
used, but not to replace raisins. 

(3) The baked units may bear icing or 
frosting. 

(4) The limitation prescribed by 
§ 17.10(b)(3) on the quantity and com¬ 
position of milk and milk products does 
not apply. 

(5) The optional vital wheat gluten 
ingredient described in § 17.1(c) may be 
used in a quantity not to exceed 4 parts 
for each 100 parts by weight of flour 
used. 

(б) The total solids content is deter¬ 
mined by the method described in § 17.10 

(c), except that section 14.083(b) on 
page 225 of “Official Methods of Analy¬ 


sis of the Association of Official Analyti¬ 
cal Chemists” 11th Ed., 1970, 2 will apply. 

(b) The name of the food is “raisin 
bread”, “raisin rolls”, “raisin buns”, as 
applicable. 

§ 17.30 Whole client bread, graham 
bread, entire wheat bread, whole 
wheat rolln, graham roll*, entire 
wheat rolls, whole wheat buns, 
graham buns, entire wheat buns: 
identity; label statement of optional 
ingredients. 

(a) Each of the foods whole wheat 
bread, graham bread, entire wheat 
bread, whole wheat rolls, graham rolls, 
entire wheat rolls, whole wheat buns, 
graham buns, and entire wheat buns 
conforms to the definition and standard 
of identity and is subject to the label 
statement of optional ingredients pre¬ 
scribed for bread, rolls, and buns by 
§ 17.10, except that: 

(1) The dough is made from whole 
wheat flour, bromated whole wheat flour, 
or a combination of these. No flour, bro¬ 
mated flour, phosphated flour, or gluten 
ingredient is used. 

(2) Tlie limitation prescribed by 
§ 17.10(b) (3) on the quantity and com¬ 
position of milk and milk products does 
not apply. 

(b) The name of the food is “whole 
wheat bread”, “graham bread”, “entire 
wheat bread”, “whole wheat rolls”, “gra¬ 
ham rolls”, “entire wheat rolls”, “whole 
wheat buns”, “graham buns”, “entire 
wheat buns”, as applicable. 

Interested persons are invited to sub¬ 
mit their views in writing (preferably 
in quintuplicate) regarding the petition 
and proposals on or before December 10. 
1974. Such views and comments should 
be addressed to the Hearing Clerk, Food 
and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-65, 
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20852, 
and may be accompanied by a memoran¬ 
dum or brief in support thereof. Received 
comments may be seen in the office above 
during working hours, Monday through 
Friday. 

Dated: September 3,1974. 

Sam D. Fine, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 

(FR Doc.74-20766 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am] 


Social Security Administration 
[20 CFR Parts 404,416] 

(Regs. No. 4. 16) 

FEDERAL OLD-AGE, SURVIVORS, AND 
DISABILITY INSURANCE: SUPPLE¬ 
MENTAL SECURITY INCOME FOR THE 
AGED, BLIND, AND DISABLED 

Substantial Gainful Activity 
Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
Administrative Procedure Act <5 U.S.C. 
553), that the amendments to the Dis¬ 
ability Insurance regulations and pro¬ 
posed Supplemental Security Income for 
the Aged, Blind, and Disabled regulations 
set forth below In tentative form are 
proposed by the Commissioner of Social 
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Security, with the approval of the Secre¬ 
tary of Health, Education, and Welfare. 
The proposed amendments provide: 

1. Earnings averaging more than $200 
(rather than $140) per month would be 
deemed to demonstrate an individual’s 
ability to engage in substantial gainful 
activity, in the absence of evidence to 
the contrary. 

2. Other corresponding changes in the 
earnings guidelines in regard to earnings 
at a rate of $130 to $200 a month and 
earnings at a monthly rate of less than 
$130. 

The rules set forth in the proposed 
amendments revise Subpart I of Regula¬ 
tions No. 16 pertaining to the Supple¬ 
mental Security Income program and 
will be applied by the Social Security 
Administration during the period of 
January 1, 1974, when the new program 
became effective, until final regulations 
are adopted. Since the disability insur¬ 
ance regulations and the Supplemental 
Security Income regulations implement 
identical statutory provisions pertaining 
to substantial gainful activity these 
amendments will be also applied in the 
disability insurance program until these 
regulations are published in final form. 

Prior to the final adoption of the pro¬ 
posed amendments to the regulations, 
consideration will be given to any data, 
comments, or arguments pertaining 
thereto which are submitted in writing 
in triplicate to the Commissioner of So¬ 
cial Security, Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare Building, Fourth 
and Independence Avenue SW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20201, on or before Octo¬ 
ber 11. 1974. 

Copies of all comments received in re¬ 
sponse to this notice will be available for 
public inspection during regular business 
hours at the Washington Inquiries Sec¬ 
tion, Office of Public Affairs, Social Secu¬ 
rity Administration, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, North 
Building, Room 4146, 330 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20201. 

The proposed amendments are to be 
Issued under the authority contained in 
sections 205, 223, 1102, 1614, and 1631, 
53 Stat. 1368, as amended. 70 Stat. 815, 
as amended. 49 Stat. 647, as amended, 86 
Stat. 1471, 1475 as amended: 42 U.S.C, 
405, 423, 1302, 1382c and 1383. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 13.802. Disability Insurance; Cata¬ 
log of Federal Domestic Assistance Program 
No. 13.807, Supplemental Security Income 
Program.) 

Dated: August 9, 1974. 

J. B. Cardwell, 
Commissioner of Social Security . 

Approved: August 30, 1974. 

Frank Carltjcci, 

Acting Secretary of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare . 

Chapter in of Title 20 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended as 
follows: 

1. Paragraphs (b), (c), and (d) of 
§ 404.1534 are revised to read as follows: 


§ 404.1534 Evaluation of earnings from 
work. 

• * • * * 

(b) Earnings at a monthly rate in 
excess of $200. An individual’s earnings 
from work activities averaging in excess 
of $200 a month shall be deemed to 
demonstrate his ability to engage in sub¬ 
stantial gainful activity unless there is 
affirmative evidence that such work ac¬ 
tivities themselves establish that the in¬ 
dividual does not have the ability to en¬ 
gage in substantial gainful activity under 
the criteria in §§ 404.1532 and 404.1533 
and paragraph (a) of this section. 

(c) Earnings at a rate of $120 to $200 
a month . Where an individual’s earnings 
from work activities average between 
$130 and $200 a month consideration of 
the amount of his earnings together 
with the other circumstances relating to 
his work activities (see §§ 404.1532 and 
404.1533), the medical evidence relating 
to his impairment or impairments, and 
other factors (see § 404.1502) shall de¬ 
termine whether such individual is able 
to engage in substantial gainful activity. 
However, in the case of an individual 
working in a sheltered workshop (such 
as a workshop especially organized for 
disabled individuals) or comparable fa¬ 
cility. whose activities are limited by his 
impairment so that his earnings average 
$200 a month or less, such activities and 
such earnings ordinarily would not es¬ 
tablish the ability to engage in substan¬ 
tial gainful activity. 

(d) Earnings at a monthly rate of less 
than $130. Earnings from work activities 
as an employee which average less than 
$130 a month do not show that the indi¬ 
vidual is able to engage in substantial 
gainful activity. However, an evaluation 
of the work performed (see § 404.1532) 
may establish that the individual is able 
to engage in substantial gainful activity, 
regardless of the amount of his average 
monthly earnings. 

• • • • • 

2. Paragraphs (b), (c), and (d) of 
§ 416.934 are revised to read as follows: 

§ 416.934 Evaluation of earning* from 
work. 

» • • * • 

(b) Earnings at a monthly rate in ex¬ 
cess of $200. An individual’s earnings 
from work activities averaging in excess 
of $200 a month shall be deemed to dem¬ 
onstrate his ability to engage in substan¬ 
tial gainful activity unless there is affirm¬ 
ative evidence that such work activi¬ 
ties themselves establish that the indi¬ 
vidual does not have the ability to engage 
in substantial gainful activity under the 
criteria in §§416.932 and 416.933 and 
paragraph (a) of this section. 

(c) Earnings at a rate of $130 to $200 
a month. Where an individual’s earnings 
from work activities average between 
$130 and $200 a month, consideration of 
the amount of his earnings together with 
the other circumstances relating to his 
work activities (see § 416.932 and §416.- 
933), the medical evidence relating to his 
impairment or impairments, and other 


factors (see § 416.902) shall determine 
whether such individual is able to engage 
in substantial gainful activity. However, 
in the case of an individual working in a 
sheltered workshop (such as a workshop 
especially organized for disabled individ¬ 
uals) or comparable facility, whose activ¬ 
ities are limited by his impairment so 
that his earnings average $200 a month 
or less, such activities and such earnings 
ordinarily would not establish the ability 
to engage in substantial gainful activity. 

(d) Earnings at a monthly rate of less 
than $130. Earnings from work activities 
as an employee which average less than 
$130 a month do not show that the indi¬ 
vidual is able to engage in substantial 
gainful activity. However, an evaluation 
of the work performed (see § 416.932) 
may establish that the individual is able 
to engage in substantial gainful activity, 
regardless of the amount of his average 
monthly earnings. 

# * * * * 

(FR Doc.74-20958 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am) 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 
[ 14 CFR Part 71 ] 

(Airspace Docket No. 74-RM-14] 

VOR AIRWAY 
Proposed Extension 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) is considering an amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation regula¬ 
tions that would extend V-269 from 
Spruce Mountain Intersection, Nev., to 
Wells, Nev., via 145°T (128°M) radials. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket number and 
be submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Rocky Mountain Region. Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration, Park Hill Station, 
P.O. Box 7213, Denver, Colo. 80207. All 
communications received on or before 
October 11, 1974 will be considered be¬ 
fore action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. The proposal contained in 
this notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Office 
of the Chief Counsel. Attention: Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue, SW. 
Washington, D.C. 20591. An informal 
docket also will be available for exami¬ 
nation at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

The proposed amendment would ex¬ 
tend V-269 from the Spruce Mountain 
Intersection (Ely, Nev., 007°T (350°M) 
and Bonneville, Utah, 272°T (255°M) 
radials), to Wells, Nev., via Wells, Nev., 
145°T (128°M) radials. 

The extension of V-269 will provide an 
alternate airway to V-293 and a more di¬ 
rect routing between Ely, Nev., and Twin 
Falls, Idaho. 
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This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of Sec. 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); 
Sec. 6(c) of the Department of Trans¬ 
portation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(C)). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 4, 1974. 

Charles H. Newpol, 

Acting Chief , Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 

I FR Doc.74-20950 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 ami 


[ 14 CFR Part 73 ] 

| Airspace Docket No. 74-RM-13J 

RESTRICTED AREA 
Proposed Alteration 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
< FAA) is considering an amendment to 
Fart 73 of the Federal Aviation regula¬ 
tions that would extend the southern 
boundary of Restricted Area R-2602 Fort 
Carson, Colo., to include a firing point for 
the Chapparel missile. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications should 
identify the airspace docket number and 
be submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Rocky Mountain Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration, Park Hill Station, 
P.O. Box 7213, Denver, Colo. 80207. All 
communications received on or before 
October 11, 1974, will be considered be¬ 
fore action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. The proposal contained in 
this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration. Office 
of the Chief Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue, SW, 
Washington, D.C. 20591. An informal 
docket also will be available for exami¬ 
nation at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

The proposed amendment would ex¬ 
pand the size of R-2602 by redefining its 
southern boundary to contain a rela¬ 
tively small portion of additional air¬ 
space in the southeast comer. The altered 
restricted area would be described as 
follows: 

R-2602 Fort Carson, Colo. 

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 38°38'19 "N., 
Long. 104 ,, 52'00"W.; thence to Lat. 38°- 
36'20"N., Long. 104*52'00"W.; to Lat. 38*- 
32’06"N., Long. 104°49'18"W.; to Lat. 38°- 
32’06"N., Long. 104*45 00''W.; to Lat. 
38‘ 25'35"N., Long. 104*45'00'*W.; to Lat. 38*- 
25'35"N„ Long 104°49'00"W.; to Lat. 38°- 
2«'10"N. t Long. 104*49'00" W.; to Lat. 38*- 
20'1O"N.. Long. 104°57'13"W.; to Lat. 38"- 
32'68"N.. Long. 104°57*00"W.; thence north¬ 
east along Colorado Highway Number 115 to 
point of beginning. 

Designated altitudes. Surface to and in¬ 
cluding 35.000 feet MSL; 35,000 feet M8L to 
and including 60.000 feet MSL, by NOTAM 
lr^sued 24 hours in advance. 

Time of designation. Continuous. 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation Ad¬ 
ministration, Denver ARTC Center. 

Using agency. Commanding General, Fort 
Carson. Colorado. 


Minor alteration of R^2602 as proposed 
would allow the using agency to estab¬ 
lish a Chapparel missile firing point 
within the restricted area on the Fort 
Carson, Colo., military reservation. Other 
operations approved for R-2602 would 
remain unchanged. The Chapparel firing 
activities would therefore enhance the 
Fort Carson training capability and the 
overall utilization of the restricted area. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348 
(a)) and section 6(c) of the Department 
of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655 
<c>>. 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on Septem¬ 
ber 5, 1974. 

Charles H. Newpol, 
Acting Chief , Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 

|FR Doc.74-20949 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 amj 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[ 40 CFR Part 52 ] 

JFRL 261-fl] 

APPROVAL AND PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 

Alabama Compliance Schedules 

On November 29, 1973 (38 FR 33020), 
the Administrator proposed the approval 
of a number of individual compliance 
schedules submitted by the State of Ala¬ 
bama pursuant to 40 CFR 51.6. These 
schedules, which are in effect plan re¬ 
visions, had been adopted by the Ala¬ 
bama Air Pollution Control Commission 
after notice and public hearing before 
being submitted to the Agency for its 
approval on February 15, 1973. The State 
subsequently extended the deadline by 
which certain of the sources involved 
were to achieve final compliance. These 
revised schedules are here proposed for 
approval, together with a number of 
schedules not previously announced. 

Each proposed revision establishes a 
new date by which an individual air pol¬ 
lution source must attain compliance 


Source Location 


American Can Co., permit No: 

101-O001-W00I.Nali cola,. 

101-0001-W002.do._. 

101-0001-W003.do.. 

101-0001-W006. do. 

B. II. Harmarr Construction 8dma... 

Co. (Asphalt Engineers, Inc.), 

Permit No.: 1Q4-30U7-W001. 

Gulf States Paper Corp., permit Demopolis. 

No.: 106-0001-W003. 

Claiborne Lime Plant, permit Claiborne. 

No.: 106-9001-W001. 

Robinson A SmiUi Lumber Co., Wetumpka. 

ILie., permit No.: 205-S003- 
W001. 

Opelika Foundry, permit No.: Opelika. 

200-0004-W001. 

Buchanan Lumber Co., Inc., Montgomery. 

Permit No.: 20'KS003-W001. 

West Point Pepperell, Permit 
No.: 

20G-0007-W001. 

206-0007-W002_. 

2U6-0007-W003. 

206 0007-WOW. 


with an emission limitation of the State 
implementation plan. This date is in¬ 
dicated in the succeeding table under the 
heading “Final Compliance Date.” In 
many cases the schedule includes incre¬ 
mental steps toward compliance, with 
interim dates for acliieving those steps. 
While the table below does not list these 
interim dates, the actual compliance 
schedules do. All of the compliance 
schedules listed here are available for 
public inspection at the following loca¬ 
tions: 

Air Programs Office, Environmental Protect- 
tion Agency, Region IV. 1421 Peachtree 
Street NE., Atlanta. Georgia 30309. 
Division of Air Pollution Control. State of 
Alabama Department of Public Health. 645 
S. McDonough Street. Montgomery, Ala¬ 
bama 36104. 

All interested parties are encouraged 
to submit written comments on the pro¬ 
posed plan revisions. These comments 
will be weighed carefully by EPA before 
the agency decides to approve or disap¬ 
prove these changes in the Alabama plan. 
Comments will be accepted on or before 
October 11, 1974. These should be ad¬ 
dressed to the Acting Director, Air Pro¬ 
grams Office, Environmental Protection 
Agency. Region IV, 1421 Peachtree Street 
NE., Atlanta, Georgia 30309, Attention: 
Mr. Strickland. 

(Sec. 110(a), Clean Air Act, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 1857c-5(a))) 

Dated: August 29, 1974. 

Jack E. Ravan, 

Regional Administrator , Region IV. 

It is proposed to amend Part 52 of 
Chapter 1, Title 40, Code of Federal Reg¬ 
ulations as follows: 

Subpart B—Alabama 
A new § 52.55 is added as follows: 

§ 52.55 Compliance schedules. 

(a) The compliance schedules for the 
sources identified below are approved as 
meeting the requirements of § 51.6 of this 
chapter. All regulations cited are air pol¬ 
lution control regulations of the State. 


Regulation Date of Final 

involved adoption F.ff»‘<tlv«* compliance 

date 


4.7.2 Feb. 2S. 1973 Immediately.. May 31,1973 

4.7.2.do.do. Do. 

4.7.2.do...do. Do. 

4.7.2 .do.do. Do. 

4. 4.2 Nov. 24,1973.do. Jan. 1,1974 

4.7.2 Feb. 8> 1073 .do.May 31,1975 

4.4.2 May 25,1974 .do_----- June 1,1974 

3.1 Bept. 25.1973 .do.June 30.1974 

4.5.1 Mar. 5,1974 .do.June 15,1974 

3.3.4 Feb. 6,1974 .do. May 31.1974 


4.3.1,5.1.1 Feb. 6,1973 Immediately.. May 31,1976 

4.3 1,6.1.1 .do . do. Do. 

4.3.1.A. 1.1 _do. . ..do . Do. 

4.3 i A 1.1 . ..do __ do . Do. 


At.ajsama 
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Source 


Alabama— Continued 


Location 


Regulation Date of Final 

involved adoption Effective compliance 

date 


Capital Veneer Works Inc., per- Montgomery_ 

mil No.: 20P-8007-WOOI. 

Vulcan Materials Co., Southeast 
Division, Permit No.: 309- 
nou-WOOl. 

Alabama Pipe Co., Permit No.: 


Anniston_ 

.do. 

.do_ 

.do... 

_do. 


301-0012-WOOL. 

301-0014 WlX«_. 

301 0014- WOOL. 

301-0015-WOOL. _ 

301-0016-W002 . 

Dixie Clay Co., Permit No.: 

301-0002-WU01 . Jacksonville _ 

301 -0002 -W00C? . do . 

301-0002-W003 . do . 

301 0002-WtXM . do .. 

Douoho Clay Co., Permit No.: Anniston _ 

301-0003 WOOL*. 

Dresser Manufacturing Divi¬ 
sion, Dresser Industries, Inc., 

Permit No.: 


3U1-U00&-W002_ 

_do... 

30t -0006 WOOS.. 

_do.—.. 

Kilby Steel-Division of KMC 
Corp., Permit Na: 

301 -0022-W001... 

_do._ 

ad-wjLMVoo.? . 

do. 

3M-0022-W008 _ 

...do. 


Lee Brothers Co., Permit No.: 

30M5C0S WOfl . .. 

301-0005 won > .. 

301 OOOAWOll.. 

T' l 0005-1VG12. 

SGHVU5-W0J3 . 

3PI-C005-W011 . 

Cul-UOE -WQ15 .. 

:o!-rooi?-woio... __ 

301 0005-W017... 

301 -(KX)S- \V()IH.. 

201 COU5-WOH. 

Kimberly Clarke (orp.. Permit 
No. 304 SOOl-WOOL 
West Point Peppered, Permit 
No.: 


...do. 

_do.. 

_do . 

_do_ 

_do.. 

_do.. 

_do. 

.do.._.. 

_do—.. 

_do_ 

.do. ... 

Mellow Valley.. 


C02 0003-W005..... 

02-0004 W006 ... 

. vc: -onnL-wwrr . . ...... 

sos-oura-wues .... 

UO-WOCP 

Republic Steel. Permit No.: Gadsden .. 

307 0000-WISH. 

Unexcelled Mann far tilling I>ivi- Atlalla. .. __ 

sion. Penuit No.: 307 0000- 

WOtij. 


Alai.uina Calcium Products, 
Division cf G. A. Marble Co., 
Permit No.: 

wool -Wool 

309 0001-WOO.'. . . 

Newbury Manufacturing Co., 
Permit No.: 

30»M)010-W00l _ 

Gantt’s Quarry . 

. do .—- 

Talludega . 

309-0010-W002. .. . 

.do ... _ 

3^f_omo-woo;t 

_do____ 

3O0-00U1-W0OL 

.do . 

Tutladegu Foundry Machine 
Co., Permit No.. 309-0011- 
W001. 

Russell Pipe A Foundry Co., 
luc.. Permit No. 3UMJ007- 
W001. 

Southern Stone Co., Permit 
N o.: 

401-0007-W001 . 

401-0007-W002 . . 

401-00C7-W003 . 

_do__— 

Alexander City . 

Woodstock.. .. 

_ do... ___ 

401-0007-W(XM . 

. do ... 

401-0007-W005 

. do . 

401-0007-wooo . 

. dp _ 

40I-0007-W007. . . . 


•10! -O007-W00H . . . 

.do__ 

401-0007-W009 . 

.do._. 

Fayco, Inc., Permit No.: 404- 
0003-WOO!. 

Summerville Bros. Lumber Co. , 

Fayette . 

AUceville . 


Inc.. Permit No.: WO-SOIO- 
WOOt. 

Alabama Refractory Clay Co., Montavallo_ 

Permit No. 411-0020-W002. 

Cl hu key Lima A Cement Co., Landmark.. 
Permit: No.: 411-0019-W001. 

Longview Lime Co., Permit 
No.: 

41! 0002-W001. Saginaw_ 

111 - 0002 -W002.do_ 

Montevallo Limestone Co., Per- MonteraUo... 
suit No.: 411-0014-W002. 

Southern Foundry Co., Per- Calera. 

mit No.: 411-O006-W001. 


4.8.2 Jan. 10,1973 _doc.. Mar. 31.1973 

4. 4.1 June 28,1973 .do.. Sept. 15,1973 


4.5.1 Mar. 3.1974_do.___Keb. 31, 1974 

4.3.1 Aug. 24,1973 _do. Apr. 30,1973 

4.5,1.. do.do. Do. 

4. 4.1 Mar. 13, 1974 .do. May 31.1974 

4.11.do.do. Do. 

4.4.1 Mar. 5.1974 .do.„.June 30,1974 

4 i. l . r d0 . do - Do. 

4.4.1_do _Immediately... Do. 

4.4.1 ... do .. do. l)a 

4.4.1 do ..do. Do. 


4. A1 

May 13.1974 -... 

.do_ 

Dec. 31,1974 

4.5.1 

.do. 

.dO. 

Do. 

4. L 1 

.do.. 

.do___ 

Mar. 3,1975 

4,4.1 

Mar. 13.1971 .... 

-do. 

Muy 31,1971 

4.4.1 

-do. 

-<lo. 

Do. 

4.4.1 

.do. 

-do. 

Do. 

4.4.1 

May 25,1974 .... 

-do__ 

Aug. 1,1974 

4.4.1 

May 24,1974 .... 

.do. 

Muy 99.1975 

11 t 

.do. 

-do.— 

Da 

H. 4.1 

_do... 

.do... 

Da 

4.4. 1 

.do.. 

-do. 

Do. 

4.4.1 

.do. 

.do. 

Da 

4.4. 1 

_do. 

-do. 

Do. 

4.4. 1 

_do. 

-do_ 

Do. 

4.4.1 

-do. 

do. 

Do. 

4. 4.1 

. . .dO , . , r , 

Ho 

Do. 

4.4.1 

__do.. 

.da_ 

Do. 

3.3 . t 

Mar. A 1974 .... 

do. 

April 1,1974 

4.3.2 

Fob. 6,1973 .... 

.do. 

May 31,1975 

4.3. i> 

.do. 

to 

Da 

4,3.2 

_do._ 

do_ 

Do. 

4.3.2 

_do_. 

-do.. 

Do. 

4. a 2 

.do._ 

-do._ 

Da 

4.4.1 

Jan. 22,1973 .... 

.do. 

Do. 


4.5.1.7.1 Dec. 21,1973 ... do,. Sept. 1,1974 


4.4.1 May 25.1974 .«lo. Juno 15,1974 

4.4.1 .do..da_ Aug. 15,1974 


4. 5.1 Nov. 27, 1973 .do. Aug. U 1974 

4.5.1 .do.do. Do. 

4.4.1 _do..do. May 1,1974 

4.4.1 .do. .do. Do. 

4.5.1 Mar. 5,1974 .do..._.Jan. 31.1975 


4.5,1,7.1_<1o„.do._Aug. 15,1974 


4.4.1.do. 

4.2.1.4.2.2 .do. 

12.1.4.2.2 .do. 

12.1.12.2 .do. 

12.1.12.2 .do. 

12; 1,4.2.2.do_ 

12.1.4.2.2 _do. 

4. 2.1.4. 2. 3.do. 

.do.. 

.do. 

.do. 

.do. 

.do_ 

.do„. 

.do. 

.do_ 

Apr. 1.1974 
L>o. 

Do. 

Da 

Do. 

Do. 

Da 

Aug. 15,1974 

4.2.1,4.2. 2.do. 


Do. 

111 Nov. 27.1973 

.do... 

Jan. U 1074 

3.3. 4 Nov. 20.1973 

.do_ 

Da 

14.1 May 25,1974 

...do . 

Jan. 1.1975 

14.1 Mar. 5,1974 


Sept. 15.1974 


4.4.1 

May 24.1974 

.do..... 

Dec. 

15,1974 

111 

.do. 

.do_ „ 

Do. 

4.2.1,12.2 

Mar. 27,1973 

.do. 

July 

10,1974 

4.5.1 

Mar. 5,1974 

.do. 

Jon. 

1.1975 
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Alabama— Continued 


Source 


Location 


Southern Stone Co., Permit 
No.: 

411-oooo-wooi.. Maylene.... 

411-0009-W002.do. 

V.S. Gypsum Co. (Allied Pro¬ 
duction Co.), Penult No.: 

411-0008-W002..Montcvallo.. 

411- 0008-W003..do. 

Tom big bee Lightweight Ag¬ 
gregate Corn., Permit No.: 

412- 4JC0&-WOO1. Livingston... 

412-OU05-WU03. do. 

Alabama Power Co., Gorges Parrish.. 

Electric Generating Plant, 

Penult No: 414-0001-W008. 

Warren Brothers Co., Permit Soottsboro.. 

No.: 705-0000-W001. 

Mosaic Tile Co., Pcnuit No.: 

706-fl(HM-W<x>l. Florence. 

706-0004-W002.do. 

706-<XXH-W(X«. -.do. 

7<XMX*>b-Wnoi .do. 

The Thomas Alnl>ama Kaolin Haekleburg.. 
Co.. Permit No.: 710-0005- 
W001. 


C. A. Langford Co., Inc., Per¬ 
mit No.: 

711-0002- W00I. Guntersville.. 

711- 0002-W002....do. 

Amoco Chemicals Corp., Per¬ 
mit No.: 

712- 0002-W010... Decatur. 

712-0002-W 014.<lo.. 

G it W Asphalt Co., Inc., Per--do.. 

init No.: 71*2-0007-WOOL 
Trinity Slone Co., Inc. (Trinity Trinity .. 
Quarries Inc.), Permit No.: 

712-0012-W004. 


Trinity Stone Co., Inc. (Trinity Hulaco. 
Quarries, Inc.), Permit No.: 

712--0013-W 001. 

Trinity Stone Co.. Inc. (Trin¬ 
ity Quarries, Inc.), Penult 
No.: 

712-0014-W001. Laoon.. 

712-0014-W002.do. 


Regulation Date of Final 

involved adoption Effective compliance 

uato 


4.2.1. 

4.2.2 

Mar. 8, 

1973 - 

...do.. , 

June 

1,1974 

4.2.1, 

4.2.2 

.do.. 

. 

...do- 

Do. 


4.4.1 

Mar 5, 

1974 

...do _ 

Apr. 

1,1975 


4. 4.1 

_do.. 

— 

...do_ 

May 

31,1975 


4.4.1 

Sept. 25, 

1973 .. 

.. -do- 

_ Nov. 

30,1973 


4.4.1 

-do- 


do_ 

Do. 

4.3.1, 

5.1.1, 

June 18, 

1973 

.. do_ 

May 

31. 1975 


5.1.2 






4.4.1 

May '25, 

11171 

do 

May 

30.1974 


4.4.1 Mar. 5,1074 do Apr. 1,1075 

4.4.1.do.do. Do. 

4.4.1.do.do.. Do. 

4.4.1.do.do.— . Do. 

4.4.1 .do. do. Dec. 31,1074 


4.4.1 do.. do Apr. 1, 1074 

4.2.1,4.2.2 - do. .. do_ Do. 


4.4.1 May 25,1074 . . . do.Doc. 31,1074 

4.4.1 May 24,1074 ....do. Do. 

4.4.1 Mar. 8,1074 .do. May 15,1075 

4.2.1.4.2.2 Dec 15,1072 do . . June 30,1073 


4.2.1,4. 2. 2 Mar. 5, 1074 do May 15,1974 


4.2.1,4.2.2 . do .do . Do. 

4.2.1,4.12.do.do. Do. 


JEFFERSON COUNTY 


American Cast Iron Pipe Co.. 


penult No.; 

407-0030-2107. .. Birmingham . 

407-0030-2108 . do . 

407-0030-2100 do . 

407-0030-2110 . do . 

407-0030-2111 . .. do . 

407-0030-2112 . .do . 

407-0030-2113. . do . 

407-0030-2119 . do . 

407-0030-2120. .. do . 

407-0080-2121 . do . 

407-0030-2122 . do . 

407-0030-2123. .. do . 

407-0080-2124 . do . 

407-0080-2125 . do . 

407-0030-2126... do . 

407-0080-2127 . do . 

Bany Pattern Foundry Co., . do . 


Permit No.: 407-0040-3101. 


Birmingham Stove it Range, . do . 

Permit No.: 407-0060-2502. 

Bristol Steel it iron Works, 

Permit No.: 

407-0229-2101 ___ Bessemer .... 

407-0229-2501 .. do . 

Buchanan Lumber Co., Per- Birmingham . 

mil. No. . 407-0085-2201. 

W.J. Bullock, Inc., Permit No.: 

407-0068-2101. . Fairfield .. 

407-0068-2102 . .do. 

407-0068-2103 . do. 

407-0068-2104 . do. 

407-0068-2106 _.•. do. 


Caldwell Foundry A Machine 
Co., Permit No.: 

407-0470-2101. Birmingham 

407-0470-2102.do_ 


6.1.6.4 

June 19, 

1974 .. 

_do... 

Sept. 30, 

1074 

6.4 

.....do.. 

........ 

_do.. 

May 31, 

1975 

6.4 

.QO. . 

... _ _ 

_do_ ... 

Do. 


6.4 

.do.. 

...._ 

_do.. 

Do. 


6.4 

.do.. 


—do. 

Do. 


0.4 

.do.. 

....... 

....do.. 

Do. 


6.4 

.do.. 

. .... 

...do. 

Do. 


a 1,6. 4,9. 1 

July 18, 

1973 .. 

...do... 

Aug. 1. 

1974 

6.1,6.4,9. 1 

.do.. 


...do . 

Do. 


6.1,0. 4,9.1 

.do.. 


...do. 

Do. 


6.1,6.4,9. 1 

.do. 


.. .do. 

Do. 


6.1,6. 4,9.1 

.do.. 

... 

...do. 

Do. 


6.1,6. 4,9. 1 

Dec. 19. 

1973 .. 

-.do. — 

Aug. 31, 

1974 

6.1,6.4,9.1 

.do.. 

....... 

.. -do. 

Do. 


6.1,6. 4, a 1 

...-do * 

....... 

...do. 

Do. 


6.1,6. 4.9. 1 

.do.. 

....... 

...do. 

Do. 


6.1, 6.5. 9.1 

.do... 

. 

...do. 

Apr. 1, 

1975 

6.1. 6.4, 9.1 

Oct. 17. 

1973 .. 

...do. 

Jan. 31. 

1975 


6.1 

Feb. 20, 

1974 .. 

—do. 

July 31,1974 

6.2 

.do... 


_do. 

Do. 

1,6.4 

.do... 


—do. 

Oct. 1,1974 

1,6.4 

Apr. 10, 

1974 .. 

...do. 

June 15,1974 

,6.4 

.do... 

...do.— 

Do. 

6.4 

Feb. 20. 

1974 .do.. 

Jan. 31,1975 

6.4 

.do... 

-.-....... do......... 

Do. 

a 4 

Apr. 10, 

1974 .. 

—do. 

July 1,1974 

6.4 

,0.4 

May 15. 

..do... 

1974 .. 

...dO-.M..;.; 

..-do. 

Mar. 1,1975 
Do. 
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Alabama —Continued 


Source 


Location Retaliation Date of Effective Final corn- 

involved adoption plmiice date 


Caldwell Foundry A 
Co., Permit No.: 1 


Machine Leeds. .. 

407-0171- 

2101. 

Celotex Corp.. Permit No.: 

407-4i0»H»-2l<J2.. . Birmingham .. 

407-0060-2103.do. 

Continental Can Co., Inc., Per¬ 
mit No.: 

407-0084-3101__Fairfield_ 

407-0084-0103....do.-. 

407-0084-0104. do_ 

Continental Can Co., Inc., Per¬ 
mit No.: 

407-4*1*5-3101_ do_ 

407-0085-3104..du. 

Cosper Foundry, Permit No.: 

407-0100-2101.Birmingham. 

407-0100-2102.do. 

Fairmont Foundry Co., Permit 

No.: 407-0130-2101.do_ 

Goslin-Blrmingiiam. Inc., Per-_do. 

mit No.: 407-Ul3s(-2101. 

Lone Star Cement (Citadel). 

Penult No.: 

407-0210-2502.do_ 

407-0210-2503. do. 

4O7-O210-25O4.do. 

MeVVane Cast Iron Pij»e Co., 

Permit No.: 

407-0220-2101..do_ 

407-0220-2102..do. 

Stockton Valve A* Fitting Co.. 

Permit No.: 

407-0270-2803.__do 


a 1.6.4 Apr. 10, 1974.do_June 15, 1971 


a 4 May 15, 1974 

at . ..do_ 


a l Fob. 20, 1974 

6.1 . ..do. 

6.1 ... do.. 


a 1,6-4 June 19, 1974 
ai Feb. 20, 1974 

a l, a 5.9.1 Dec. 19, 1973 
a 4_do. 

auo.5.9.1 Oct l. 1973 
a l.a 1 May 15. 1974 


a 1.6. 4.do.... 

a 1.6.4 . do ... 
a i, a 4 ..do.... 


a i_do... 

ai.ai do... 


.do_ 


.do... 

do__ 

tlo.. 


Jan. 17, 1975 
Do. 


Mar. I, 1975 
Do. 

May 17, 1974 



.. do— 
do_ 

. do_ 


-do_ 

do_ 


Aug. 17. 1974 
Nov. 15. 1974 

Doc. 31. 1974 
Sept. 30.1974 

May 11. 1975 
Nov. 16, 1974 


Nov. 15. 1974 
Do. 

Do. 


Mar. 31.1975 
May 31,1975 


at Doc. 19,1973 . do .. 


U.S. Gypsum Co.. Permit No.: 
<07 0300-2501. 

t).S. Pipe A Foundry Co., 
Permit No. . 

•107-0350-2301.. 

_do.. 

at Apr. 10,1974 

a 3 OcL 17,1973 

.do._ 

_do__ 

<07 4)350-2803... . 


a3 ... .do. 

ik» 

4< 17-0350-2301 ... . 

tin 

6.3 do. 

___ do _ 

407-0850-2310.. 

.do ......___ 

6.3 ...do 

... do ' 

407-0350-2311 - -.- 

.do. __ 

a 3 do 

'do. 

407-0350-2312.. 


0.3 ... do„. 

_do.. 

U.S. Steel Corp., Permit No.: 
407-0370-2101. . . 

Fairfield. 

a La4 June iai974 
a l.a 4 .do. 

do 

407-0370 -2102 . . 


_do_ 

407-0370-2103 . . 

407-0370-2101 . 

_do_ 

a 1.6.4.do.. 

a 1,6. 4 .do. 

ai.a4 ... .do _ .. 

. do . 

do 

407-0370-2105 __ 

. do _ 

_do .. 

407 0370-2106 .. 

. do .. 

a 1,6.4 . do . 

_ do _ 

407 0370-2107 . 

. tin.. . 

a i.a4 _ do . 

.do.. 

4.i7 0370 -2108 . 

__ do ___ 

a i,at . .. do . 

_ .do _ 

4> <7 -0370-2109 . 


a ua 4 . do 

__ .da _ 

Vulcan Materials Co.. South¬ 

Park wood .. 

at.a4 May 15,1974 

ai.a4 Feb. 2ft, 1974 

a i.a4 ... do . 

.do.„ . 

east Division, Permit No.: 
407 0410-2502. 

Vulcan Materials Co.. Southeast 
Division, Permit No.: 

407 0420-2103. _ 

Wylan __ 

.do .. 

407-0420-2501 .. 

__ do ... . 

.do __ 

Alabama Power Co.. Permit 
No.: 

503-1002 0001 . 

Chief asuw . 

1,7.1 OcL 2a 1973 
aa. l 7. i _ do„ . 

Immediately. 
_ do _ 

503 10020003. . 

_do. __ 

503 1002-0005 

. do . 

a a i,7. i . . do _ 

_ do .. 

Amerada Hess Corp., Permit 
No.: 

503 3013 8407 ___ 

Mobile __ 

a 1.1 Dee. 15.1972 

_ do .. 

503-3013-8408 . 

_ do. .. 

a l.i_ do. . 

_do .. 

503 3013-8408 . 

.do__ 

a L 1 . . do . 

. .. do _ 

503-3013-8410 . 

_ do .. 

&L1 _ do ... 

_ do . 

Cilmoco Services, Inc., Permit 

No.: 

503 3011-8401 _ 

. do................ 

ai.l Feb. 25,1974 
a L 1 . do . 

.do_ 

_do. 

600-3011-8402. ... 

.""do.... 

603-3011-S4G3.. 

_do_____ 

aLi .do. 

.do. 

Ergon. Inc., Permit No.: 603- 
3034 8701. 

GAF Corj)., Permit No.: 

503-8004-0014.. 

Bucks. 

a L 1 June 18,1973 

a a 1 June 25,1974 

.do.. 

Mobile. 

.do_ 

503-3004-0015. .. 

_do.... 

aai _do_ 

... _ . do__ 

Gold Bond Building Product, 
Permit No.: 

503-2002-0001____ 

_do__..... 

6.4.1 Feb. 2,1973 

_do_ 

.',03-2002-0002... 

.do.. 

6.4.1 .do.. 

.do. 


Apr. 1,1971 
Sept. 1.1974 


. A|>r. 15.1974 


Nov. 1.1974 
lk>. 

14o. 

Do. 

i)CL 

Do. 


Aug 15,1971 

Do. 

.... Do. 

July 31,1974 
Aug. 31,1974 
Dec. 1,1974 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

July 15,1974 


Sept. 1,1974 
Do. 


503-2002-0064... 

900 - 2000-0005 .. 

Alabama Refining Co. (Marion 
Corf). Refining Division), 
Permit No.: 

503-4001-8408. 

503- 4001-8409.. 

504- 4001-8410. 

503- 4001-8411.. 

503-4001-8412.... 

503-4001-8413.. 

503-4001-8414.. 

503-4001-8415. 


_do... 

-do.. 


Theodore.. 

_do_ 

....do_ 

_do.. 

_do- 

-do.. 

-do- 

-do- 


6.4.1_do. 

a 4.1 _do. 


.do.... 

.do.... 


8.LI Jan. 23, 1974 .do.. 

8.1.1.do.do. 

a 1.1_do...do_ 

8.1.1-do-—...do...... 

8.1.1.do...do. 

a 1.1 __do....___do_ 

a 1.1.do.do. 

a 1.1.do.do.. 


Do. 

l>o. 


Dee. 1,1974 
I*o. 

Do. 

Do. 


Sept. 25.1974 
Do. 

Do. 

Oct. 1,1974 


Sept. 30.1974 
Do. 


May 31,1975 
Do. 

]>o. 

Do. 


... Aug. 1,1974 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
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Alabama —Continued 


Source 


Regulation Date of Final 

Location involved adoption Effective compliance 


Mobile Pulley & Machine Works, 

Permit No.: 

500-0004-0001_Mobile_ 

1108-0004-0002..do-— 

503-0001-0003_ do.. 

503-0004-OOOS.do.™. 

Ovster Shell Products, Permit .....do__..... 

>io.: 503-S009-0001. 

Gold Rond Building Products,.do. 

rorarit No.: 603-2002-0000. 

International Paper Co., Per¬ 
mit No.: 

503-2005-0012.do- 

503-2005-0018.do.. 

503-2005-0014 . .do....- 

503-2005-0015. —do. 

503-2005-0016.do... 

5f<3-2005-0017.do.~.~ 

Scott Paper Co., Permit No.: 

5(13-2012-0002....do-- 

503-2012-0003. ..do. 

503-2012-0004. do.. 

503-2012-0005.do.. 

503-2012-0006.do. 

503-2012-0007.-.do. 

503-2012-0008.do.. 

500-2012-0010.do. 

503-2012-0011.do. 

503-2012-0012.do. 

503-2012-0023.do. 

503-2012-0024.do.. 

503-2012-0025.do. 

5u3~ 2012-0020 . do. 


6.4.1 May 31,1974 .. 
6.4.1_do_ 

...do_ 

...do 

.... Dec. 15,1974 
Do. 

CL 4.1 .. 

__do_ 

_do 

Do. 

0.4.1 

_do_ 

...do_ 

_ Do. 

6.4.1 Dec. 15,1972 .. 

...do. 

.... Aur. 31,1974 

fit 4.1 June 25.1974 .. 

...do. 

.... Dec. 30,1974 


6.7 

Feb. 2,1973.... 

.do.. 

May 31.1975 

6.3 


.do.. 

. Do. 

6.3 

.....do_ 

-do...__ 

Do. 

0.3 

_do_ 

do_ ... 

Do. 

6.3 

.do... 

.do_ 

Do. 

6.3 

.do. 

-do.. 

Do. 

6.6 

__do.. 

.do.. 

Mar. 1,1975 

6.6 

_do... 

do .. 

Do. 

(LG 

.do ....... 

.do..__ 

Apr. 15.1975 

6.0 

_do. 

-do. 

A UR- 1,1974 

6.0 

.do... 

.do_ 

Jun. 1.1975 

(5.0 

_do_—__ 

.do__ 

Do. 

0.6 

.do.. 

-do.._ 

Do. 

6.6 

Apr. 12,1974 .... 

-do. 

Mny 31,1975 

6.6 

.do.. 

-do. 

Do. 

ao 

Feb. 2,1973 .... 

-do. 

Do. 

6.3 

__do__ 

.do... 

Do. 

6.3 

.do. 

.do. 

Do. 

6.3 

_do_ 

.do...._ 

Do. 

6.7 

.do. 

.do.... 

Do. 


|FR Doc.74-20753 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[ 18 CFR Parts 1, 3, 4, 5, 16 ] 

I Docket No. RM75-8] 
APPLICATION PROCEDURES 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 

September 5,1974. 

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553, sections 308 
and 309 of the Federal Power Act (FPA) 
(49 Stat. 858. 859; 16 U.S.C. §S 825g, 
825h) the Commission gives notice that 
it proposes to amend specific sections of 
the rules and regulations in order to pro¬ 
vide for the setting of hearings in regard 
to many applications filed under Part I 
of the FPA. 

The proposed amendments are in¬ 
tended to facilitate the Commission’s 
statutory function of licensing jurisdic¬ 
tional hydroelectric projects by provid¬ 
ing a hearing and its resulting formal 
record for certain applications filed with 
the Commission. 

It is proposed herein to provide a hear¬ 
ing on applications for license authoriz¬ 
ing construction of major projects, for 
license for constructed major projects, 
for renewal of licenses for major projects, 
and for substantial alteration to licenses 
for major projects. 

While many hearings before an admin¬ 
istrative law judge are ordered by the 
Commission, In its discretion, either upon 
its own motion or upon the motion of any 
party in interest, the Commission often 
decides the issues raised by applications 
without the aid of a formal hearing rec¬ 
ord. In such cases, the record relied on 
can consist of all filings or submittals in 
the matter or proceeding. 

Under the FPA comments in all cases 
of application for license and in cases of 
amendment of license substantially af¬ 


fecting project facilities or project op¬ 
eration are requested of interested gov¬ 
ernment agencies, officials and interested 
parties under section 4(e) and under the 
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act, 16 
U.S.C. section 661 et. seq. Similar re¬ 
quests for comments are made under Na¬ 
tional Environmental Policy Act proce¬ 
dure, 42 U.S.C. section 4321 et. seq., where 
applicable. 1 The applicant’s response to 
these comments is also requested. Public 
notice is published under the FPA in the 
Federal Register and in local newspa- 
pers, which generates comments or peti¬ 
tions for leave to intervene on the merits 
of the proposed action. These are avail¬ 
able for Commission consideration. All 
the foregoing materials, which are avail¬ 
able in the Commission’s public file, are 
the record upon which the Commission 
has determined what orders it will issue 
in non-contested proceedings. 

Although such a record can be legally 
sufficient to serve as the basis for a 
valid decision, the provision for a hear¬ 
ing as to certain applications would ap¬ 
pear to be more in the public interest. 

Under this proposed rulemaking, the 
Commission’s decision could be based on 
the pleadings, submittals and other evi¬ 
dence, pursuant to § 1.32(b) of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules. The Commission, of 
course, may provide for a hearing before 
an administrative law judge. 

The effect of the proposed amend¬ 
ments is intended to apply to those ap¬ 
plications filed after the effective date 
of these amendments. 

The proposed amendments to the Com¬ 
mission’s rules and regulations under 
the Federal Power Act would be issued 


1 See Section 2.81 of the Commission's 
Rules (18 CFR $ 2.81). 


under the authority granted the Federal 
Power Commission by the Federal Power 
Act, as amended, particularly sections 
308 and 309 (49 Stat. 858, 859; 16 U.S.C. 
§§ 825g, 825h). 

1. It Is proposed to amend 5 1.32 of 
Part 1, Subchapter A, Chapter I of Title 
18 of the Code of Federal Regulations in 
part as follows: 

§ 1.32 Shortened procedure*. 

* * * • • 

tb) Noncontested proceedings. In any 
proceeding required by statute or the 
Commission’s rules and regulations to be 
set for hearing, the Commission when it 
appears to be in the public interest and 
to the interest of the parties to grant 
the relief or authority requested in the 
initial pleading, and to omit the inter¬ 
mediate decision procedure, may after a 
hearing during which no opposition or 
contest develops, forthwith dispose of 
the proceedings upon consideration of 
the pleadings, submittals and other evi¬ 
dence filed and incorporated in the rec¬ 
ord; Provided , (1) the applicant or ini¬ 
tial pleader requests that the interme¬ 
diate decision procedure be omitted and 
waives oral hearing and opportunity for 
filing exceptions to the decision of the 
Commission; and (2) no issue of sub¬ 
stance is raised by any requests to be 
heard, protest or petition filed subse¬ 
quent to publication in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister of the notice of the filing of an 
Initial pleading and notice or order fix¬ 
ing date of hearing, which notice or 
order shall state that the Commission 
considers the proceeding a proper one 
for disposition under the provisions of 
this section and shall otherwise conform 
with the requirements of $ 1.19. Requests 
for the procedure provided by this sec¬ 
tion may be contained in the initial 
pleading or subsequent request in writ¬ 
ing to the Commission. The decision of 
the Commission in such proceeding after 
noncontested hearing, will be final, sub¬ 
ject to reconsideration by the Commis¬ 
sion upon application for rehearing as 
provided by statute. 

2. It is proposed to amend 5 3.114 of 
Part 3, Subchapter A, Chapter I of Title 
18 of the Code of Federal Regulations in 
part as follows: 

§3.114 License*. 

***** 

<b) Applications under the Federal 
Power Act for license authorizing con¬ 
struction of major projects; for license 
for constructed major projects; and for 
renewal of licenses for major projects 
are processed in the manner stated in 
§ 3.113, except that those for substantial 
alteration or surrender of licenses pur¬ 
suant to section 6 of the Act may be 
acted on by the Commission after thirty 
(30) days’ public notice by publication 
once in local newspapers and in the 
Federal Register, and except that a 
hearing will be held on applications for 
license authorizing construction of major 
projects; for license for constructed 
major projects: for renewal of licenses 
for major projects; and for substantial 
alteration to licenses for major projects. 
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(c) Except for the notice require¬ 
ments, all other applications under this 
Act are processed similarly to the manner 
stated in § 3.113. In certain cases Special 
Use Permits may be Issued by the U.S. 
Forest Service covering projects of less 
than 2,000 horsepower. 

3. It is proposed to amend § 4.32 of 
Part 4, Subchapter B, Chapter I of Title 
18 of the Code of Federal Regulations to 
read as follows: 

§ 4.32 Hearing on application. 

(a) A hearing upon an application 
may be ordered by the Commission, in 
its discretion, either upon its own motion 
or upon the motion of any party in 
interest, except that in regard to those 
applications so designated in § 3.114(b) 
of this chapter, the Commission will 
schedule each application for hearing at 
the earliest possible date giving due con¬ 
sideration of statutory requirements and 
other matters pending, with notice 
thereof as provided by § 1.19(b) of this 
chapter. 

(b) When it appears to be in the pub¬ 
lic interest and to the interest of the par¬ 
ties to grant the relief or authority re¬ 
quested in the application and to omit 
briefing and the intermediate decision, 
the Commission may in accordance with 
the provisions of § 1.32(b) of this chap¬ 
ter dispose of the proceeding upon con¬ 
sideration of the pleadings, submittals 
and other evidence filed and incorpo¬ 
rated in the record, provided that no is¬ 
sue of substance is raised by any request 
to be heard, protest or petition. 

(c) In the event of interventions rais¬ 
ing an issue of substance, an order pro¬ 
viding a hearing will be issued in accord¬ 
ance with the Commission’s rules and 
regulations. However, if the formal par¬ 
ties including staff counsel can agree on 
a statement of facts, such factual state¬ 
ment shall be submitted together with 
other necessary exhibits for incorpora¬ 
tion into the record and the parties shall 
proceed with the briefing schedule. 


4. It is proposed to amend § 5.1 of 
Part 5, Subchapter B. Chapter I of Title 
18 of the Code of Federal Regulations to 
read as follows: 

§ 5.1 Amendment of license* 

Where a licensee desires to make a 
change in the physical features of the 
project or its boundary, and/or make an 
addition or betterment and/or abandon¬ 
ment or conversion, of such character as 
to constitute an alteration of the li¬ 
cense, application for an amendment of 
the license shall be filed with the Com¬ 
mission, fully describing the changes li¬ 
censee desires to make. Furthermore, the 
provisions of § 2.81(a) of this chapter 
shall apply to all applications for amend¬ 
ment of license as defined therein. If it 
is determined that approval of the appli¬ 
cation would represent a substantial al¬ 
teration to a major project under § 3.114, 
a hearing will be held and the provisions 
and requirements of § 4.32 of this chap¬ 
ter shall apply. The application for 
amendment of license shall be verified, 
shall conform to § 131.30 of this chapter 
and shall be filed in accordance with 
§ 4.31 of this chapter. 

5. It is proposed to amend § 16.6 of 
Part 16, Subchapter B, Chapter I of Title 
18 of the Code of Federal Regulations in 
part as follows: 

§ 16.6 Applications for new license for 
projects subject to Sections 14 and 
15 of the Federal Power Act and all 
other major project#. 

• * * • • 

(f) As concerns each application for a 
new major license hereunder, a hearing 
will be held and the provisions and re¬ 
quirements of § 4.32 of this chapter shall 
apply. Each such hearing need not be 
limited to the issues raised by the 
application. 

Any interested person may submit to 
the Federal Power Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20426, not later than Oct. 21, 
1974, data, views, comments or sugges¬ 
tions In writing concerning all or part of 


the amendments proposed herein. Writ¬ 
ten submittals will be placed in the Com¬ 
mission’s public files and will be available 
for public inspection at the Commission’s 
Office of Public Information, 825 North 
Capitol Street. Washington, D.C. 20426 
during regular business hours. The Com¬ 
mission will consider all such written 
submittals before acting on the matters 
herein proposed. An original and 14 con¬ 
formed copies should be filed with the 
Secretary of the Commission. Submittals 
to the Commission should indicate the 
name, title, and mailing address of the 
person to whom communications con¬ 
cerning the proposal should be addressed, 
and whether the person filing them re¬ 
quests a conference with the staff of the 
Federal Power Commission to discuss the 
proposed amendments. The staff, in its 
discretion, may grant or deny requests 
for conferences. 

The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this notice to be made in 
the Federal Register. 

By Direction of the Commission. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-20975 Plied 9-10-74:8:45 am] 


[ 18 CFR Part 35 ] 

[Docket No. R-479J 
WHOLESALE RATE SCHEDULES 
Fuel Adjustment Clause; Correction 

September 3,1974. 

In the notice of proposed rulemaking, 
issued August 6, 19?4, and published in 
the Federal Register on August 12,1974, 
39 FR 28910. footnote 2 is incorrect. It 
should be changed to read 18 CFR Part 
101, Definitions 5B. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-20967 Piled 9-10-74:8:45 ami 
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Department of the Army, Engineers Corps 

COASTAL ENGINEERING RESEARCH 
BOARD 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Public 
Law 92-463), notice Is hereby given of a 
meeting of the Coastal Engineering Re¬ 
search Board on 22-25 September 1974. 

The meeting will be held at the Wil¬ 
mington Hilton Hotel, Wilmington, NC, 
from 0900 hours to 1630 hours on 23 Sep¬ 
tember and from 0900 hours to 1145 
hours on 24 September 1974. 

The 23 September morning session will 
be devoted to technical discussions of on¬ 
going coastal engineering research proj¬ 
ects, a status report on the establish¬ 
ment of the Shoreline Erosion Control 
Demonstration Act Advisory Panel and 
coastal problems in the South Atlantic 
Division of the Corps of Engineers. The 
afternoon session will be devoted to dis¬ 
cussions of tidal inlet and coastal erosion 
problems in the Wilmington District. 

The 24 September afternoon session 
between 1300 and 1330 hours will be de¬ 
voted to a presentation on the split hull 
dump barge “Currituck/* 

The sessions will be open to the public 
subject to the following limitations: 

1. Seating capacity of the meeting 
room at the Wilmington Hilton Hotel 
limits public attendance to not more than 
20 people. Advance notice of intent to at¬ 
tend is requested in order to assure ade¬ 
quate and appropriate arrangements. 

2. Written statements may be submit¬ 
ted prior to, or up to 30 days following 
the meeting, but oral participation by the 
public is precluded because of the time 
schedule. 

The discussions between 0900 to 1145 
hours on 24 September and the entire 
25 September session will be closed to 
the public. The Board will be discussing 
budgetary and contractual matters, in¬ 
cluding funds proposed to be made avail¬ 
able for proposed contractual studies 
which are subjects that fall within poli¬ 
cies analogous to those recognized in sec¬ 
tion 552(b) of title 5 U.S.C. and as such 
are exempt from public disclosure. 

Inquiries and notices to attend may be 
addressed to Colonel James L. Trayers, 
Commander and Director. U.S. Army 
Coastal Engineering Research Center, 
Kingman Building, Fort Belvolr, Virginia 
22060; telephone 202-325-7000. 


By authority of the Secretary of the 
Army. 

Dated: September 5. 1974. 

Fred R. Zimmerman, 

Lt. Colonel, U.S. Army, 
Chief, Plans Office, TAGO. 
IFR Doc.74-20879 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


Office of the Secretary 

DEFENSE SCIENCE BOARD TASK FORCE 
ON 'TRAINING TECHNOLOGY" 

Notice of Meeting 

A Defense Science Board Task Force 
on “Training Technology” will meet in 
closed session on 17-18 September 1974 at 
the Institute for Defense Analyses, Ar¬ 
lington, Virginia. 

The mission of the Defense Science 
Board i3 to advise the Secretary of De¬ 
fense and the Director of Defense Re¬ 
search and Engineering on overall re¬ 
search and engineering and to provide 
long range guidance in these areas to 
the Department of Defense. 

The Task Force will provide an evalu¬ 
ation of the current effectiveness of DoD 
programs and management in the R&D 
area of Training Technology to serve as 
the basts for DoD policy decisions to re¬ 
duce costs and increase effectiveness and 
efficiency of DoD Training. 

In accordance with Public Law 92-463, 
section 10, Paragraph (d), it has been 
determined that Defense Science Board 
meetings concern matters listed in sec¬ 
tion 552(b) of Title 5 of the United 
States code, partlculary Subparagraph 
(1) thereof, and that the public interest 
requires such meetings to be closed inso¬ 
far as the requirements of subsections 
(a) <1) and (a) (3) of Section 10, Public 
Law 92-463 are concerned. 

Maurice W. Roche, Director, 
Correspondence and Directives, 
OASD ( Comptroller ). 

September 6,1974. 

[PR Doc.74-20994 Filed 9-10-74; 8: 45 Am] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

[Serial Number AR 033503] 

ARIZONA 

Termination of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Lands 

Notice of application AR 033503, filed 
by the Bureau of Land Management, De¬ 
partment of the Interior, for withdrawal 


and reservation of the E%SWft. sec. 19, 
Township 8 South, Range 17 East, Gila 
and Salt River Meridian. Arizona, to 
establish an addition to the existing 
Town of Mammoth for residential and 
recreational use and development was 
published as Federal Register Document 
No. 64-4280 on pages 5766 and 5767 of 
the issue for April 30, 1964. The appli¬ 
cant agency has canceled its application 
involving the lands described in the Fed¬ 
eral Register publication referred to 
above. Therefore, purs uant to the regu¬ 
lations contained in 43 CFR, Part 2091.2- 
5, such lands, upon publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register, will be 
relieved of the segregative effect of the 
above mentioned application. 

This Termination is in furtherance of 
the right of the State of Arizona to file 
a school land indemnity selection appli¬ 
cation for the lands pursuant to sections 
2275 and 2276, U.S. Revised Statutes, as 
amended. 43 U.S.C. 851, 852 (1970). Ac¬ 
cordingly, the lands described in this 
notice are hereby classified, pursuant to 
section 7 of the Act of June 28, 1934, 48 
Stat. 1272, as amended, 43 U.S.C. 315f 
(1970), as suitable for such selection. 
The lands, therefore, will not be subject 
to other use or disposition under the pub¬ 
lic land laws in the absence of a modi¬ 
fication or revocation of such classi¬ 
fication (43 CFR 2440.4). 

Dated: September 3,1974. 

Joe T. Fallini, 
State Director . 

[FR Doc.74-20990 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am] 


[NM 22881, 22882, 22883, 22884, 22886, 22916| 
NEW MEXICO 
Notice of Applications 

August 30, 1974. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16, 1973 (87 Stat. 
576), El Paso Natural Gas Company has 
applied for three 2% inch and three 4^ 
inch natural gas pipelines right-of-way 
across the following lands: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New Mexico 

T. 28 N., R. 9 

Sec. 26 .S&SE 14 ; 

Sec. 27. WfcNWfc and SW ftSWft; 

Sec. 28. NE%SE^ 4 ; 

Sec. 34,NHNW*4; 

Sec. 35, Lots 3, 4 and 

These pipelines will convey natural 
gas across .574 mile of national resource 
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lands in San Juan County, New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to in¬ 
form the public that the Bureau will be 
proceeding with consideration of 
whether the applications should be ap¬ 
proved, and if so, under what terms and 
conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager, Bureau of Land Management, 
3550 Pan American Freeway, Albuquer¬ 
que, NM 87107. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief , Branch of Lands and 
Minerals Operations. 

[FR Doc.74-20988 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 ami 


[NM 228801 

NEW MEXICO 
Notice of Application 

August 30,1974. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16, 1973 (87 Stat. 
576), El Paso Natural Gas Company has 
applied for a 4*4 inch natural gas pipe¬ 
line right-of-way across the following 
lands: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New Mexico 
T. 22 S., R. 26 E.. 

Sec. 34, NEV4SWJ4, W&NWftSEft and 
W^E»/ 2 NWy 4 SE»A. 

This pipeline will convey natural gas 
across .233 mile of national resource 
lands in Eddy County, New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be pro¬ 
ceeding with consideration of whether 
the application should be approved, and 
If so, under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District Man¬ 
ager. Bureau of Land Management, P.O. 
Box 1397, Roswell, N. Mex. 88201. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief, Branch of Lands and 
Minerals Operations. 

| FR Doc.74-20989 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


[R3557, R4584 & R5808] 

CALIFORNIA 

Notice of Classification of National 
Resource Lands for Disposal 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 74-19565 appearing at page 
30525 of the issue for Friday, August 23, 
1974. the following changes should be 
made: 

1. Under ‘‘Bureau Motion Classifica¬ 
tion,” the second line under “T. 7S, R. 
4E’\ now reading “section 28, All”, should 
read “section 32. All". 

2. The first section number under “T. 
8 S, R. 5 E”, now reading “section 2”, 
should read “section 4”. 


Office of the Secretary 

MOORETOWN RANCHERIA IN CALI¬ 
FORNIA AND INDIVIDUAL MEMBERS 

THEREOF 

Notice of Termination of Federal 

Supervision Over Property; Correction 

A notice of termination of the Federal 
trust relationship over the Mooretown 
Rancheria in Butte County, California, 
and other rancherias, was published on 
page 6875 of the August 1, 1961. issue of 
the Federal Register (26 FR 6875). The 
description of the real estate involved 
appearing in the subtitle to the section 
relating to the Mooretown Rancheria was 
incorrect. 

The subtitle of the section relating to 
the Mooretown Rancheria should be cor¬ 
rected to read as follows: Mooretown 
Rancheria, 160 acres, N l 4 NE*4, Sec. 22, 
and N»/ 2 NE>/ 4 , Sec. 23, T. 20 N., R. 6 E., 
M.D.B. & M., Butte County, California. 

Rogers C. B. Morton, 
Secretary of the Interior. 

September 3,1974. 

[FRDoc.74-20891 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


[INT DES 74-81] 

PROPOSED OBED NATIONAL WILD AND 
SCENIC RIVEF. 

Availability of Draft Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act, the 
Bureau of Outdoor Recreation has pre¬ 
pared a draft environmental statement 
for the proposed Obed Wild and Scenic 
River, Tennessee. 

The environmental statement con¬ 
siders the probable impact of establishing 
the Obed River as a component of the 
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. 

Comments are invited and should be 
submitted to the Regional Director, Bu¬ 
reau of Outdoor Recreation, Southeast 
Regional Office, 148 Cain Street, Atlanta, 
Georgia 30303, on or before October 29, 
1974. Copies of the draft statement are 
available for inspection at the following 
locations: 

Office of Communications 
Department of the Interior, Room 7200 
Washington, D.C. 20240 
Telephone: (202) 343-4662 
Office of Information 

Bureau of Outdoor Recreation, Room 4427 

Department of the Interior 

Washington, D.C. 20240 

Telephone: (202) 343-5726 

Office of Regional Director 

Bureau of Outdoor Recreation 

Southeast Regional Office 

148 Cain Street 

Atlanta, Georgia 30303 

State Clearinghouse 

Office of Urban and Federal Affairs 

Suite 1025 

Andrew Jackson State Office Building 
Nashville, Tennessee 37219 
Upper Cumberland Development District 
Burgess Falls Road 
Cookeville, Tennessee 38501 

Single copies are available to the public 
and may be obtained by writing to the 


Regional Director. Bureau of Outdoor 
Recreation. Southeast Regional Office. 
148 Cain Street, Atlanta, Georgia 30303. 
Please refer to the statement number 
shown above. 

Dated: August 22,1974. 

Royston C. Hughes, 
Assistant Secretary 
of the Interior. 

[FR Doc.74-20945 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am| 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 

AGREEMENT WITH AMERICAN SHEEP 
PRODUCERS COUNCIL, INC. 

Notice of Referendum Among Producers 
and Procedure for Conduct of Referendum 

A referendum is being held to deter¬ 
mine producer approval of an agreement 
between the United States Department 
of Agriculture and the American Sheep 
Producers Council, Inc., for the advertis¬ 
ing and sales promotion of lamb and 
wool pursuant to section 708 of the Na¬ 
tional Wool Act of 1954, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 1787). The procedure for conduct¬ 
ing the referendum follows: 

1. Definitions. For the purpose of this 
notice, the following terms shall have the 
following meanings: 

(a) ASC County Committee. The group 
of persons elected within a county as the 
County Committee pursuant to the regu¬ 
lations governing the election and func¬ 
tioning of the Agricultural Stabilization 
and Conservation County Committees. 

(b) ASC State Committee. The group 
of persons designated within any State 
to act as the Agricultural Stabilization 
and Conservation State Committee. 

(c) Cooperative association. An incor¬ 
porated group of producers which (1) is 
operated for the mutual benefit of its 
members as producers; (2) markets the 
members’ sheep or wool; (3) does not 
deal in sheep and wool for nonmembers 
to an amount greater in value than the 
amount representing the value of sheep 
and wool handled by the association for 
members, and (4) permits every member 
to have only one vote irrespective of the 
amount of stock or membership capital 
he may own in the association. 

(d) Eligible voter. An eligible voter is 
a producer who, continuously during a 
single period of at least 30 days during 
the calendar year 1973, owned in the 
United States any sheep or lambs 6 
months of age or older. Two or more pro¬ 
ducers who are required by § 1472.1343 
of the wool payment program regulations 
(36 FR 3889) to apply jointly for a pay¬ 
ment constitute an eligible voter and only 
one ballot may be cast for all. A coopera¬ 
tive association which qualifies for vot¬ 
ing in accordance with section 6(c) of 
this notice is an eligible voter and may 
cast one ballot for eligible voters who on 
the date the ballot is cast are members 
of, stockholders in, or are under contract 
to sell their wool or lambs through, the 
association in the 1974 marketing year 
(January 1 through December 31, 1974), 
which ballot shall be counted as votes in 
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behalf of each such eligible voter who 
shall not otherwise cast a ballot. 

<e) Individual voter. An individual 
voter is a producer who is an eligible 
voter and casts a ballot in this referen¬ 
dum, or two or more joint producers who 
constitute one eligible voter and cast one 
ballot in this referendum. 

(f) Producer. A producer is any per¬ 
son (i.e., an individual, partnership, cor¬ 
poration, association, business trust, any 
organized unincorporated group of per¬ 
sons, or a State or any subdivision 
thereof) who has an interest in sheep as 
owner or part owner thereof or who, by 
agreement with such owner, furnishes 
labor in connection with caretaking, 
lamb production, or feeding in return for 
which he is entitled to a share of the 
wool or lambs produced or of the pro¬ 
ceeds from the sale thereof. 

<g) Secretary of Agriculture. The 
Secretary or Acting Secretary of Agri¬ 
culture of the United States, or any 
officer or employee of the U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture to whom authority 
has been delegated, or to whom author¬ 
ity may hereafter be delegated, to act 
in his stead. For purposes of administer¬ 
ing section 708 of the National Wool Act 
of 1954, as amended, the Secretary of 
Agriculture has delegated authority <38 
FR 22955) for conducting producer 
referendums and for withholding funds 
from payments made to producers under 
section 708 of that Act for advertising 
and promotion to the Assistant Secre¬ 
tary for International Affairs and Com¬ 
modity Programs, who in turn delegated 
these authorities to the Administrator, 
Agricultural Stabilization and Conser¬ 
vation Service. The Secretary delegated 
authority for all other functions related 
to administering section 708 of that Act 
to the Assistant Secretary for Marketing 
and Consumer Services, who redelegated 
the authorities to the Administrator, 
Agricultural Marketing Service. 

2. Agreement considered in this ref¬ 
erendum. The agreement being con¬ 
sidered in this referendum would be 
between the Administrator of the 
Agricultural Marketing Service and the 
American Sheep Producers Council, Inc., 
a nonprofit membership corporation 
organized under the laws of the State of 
Illinois, for the purpose of developing 
and conducting an advertising and sales 
promotion program and a program to 
develop and disseminate information on 
product quality, production manage¬ 
ment, and marketing improvement, for 
wool, sheep, and products thereof, sub¬ 
ject to the determination by the Admin¬ 
istrator that the agreement has the ap¬ 
proval of the producers as provided in 
section 708 of the National Wool Act of 
1954, as amended. The text of the agree¬ 
ment follows: 

Agreement 

Pursuant to section 708 of the National 
Wool Act of 1954, as amended, agreements 
have been entered into, beginning with 
March 17, 1955, between the U.S. Secretary 
oi Agriculture (hereinafter referred to as 
“Secretary”) and the American Sheep Pro¬ 
ducers Council, Inc., a nonprofit membership 
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corporation organized under the laws of the 
State of Illinois (hereinafter referred to as 
“Council”), providing for the conduct of 
advertising and sales promotion programs 
for wool and lambs and the products thereof, 
and the financing of such programs by de¬ 
ductions from Incentive payments to wool 
producers. Tills agreement provides for con¬ 
tinuing such advertising and sales promo¬ 
tion programs and provides for an additional 
program to develop and disseminate Infor¬ 
mation on product quality, production man¬ 
agement. and marketing improvement, for 
wool and sheep and the products thereof 
pursuant to section 708, as amended, to be 
financed by deductions from producer wool 
payments made under the Act for years 
commencing January 1, 1974, and ending 
December 31, 1977. 

WITNESSETH 

Whereas, the United States Department of 
Agriculture, pursuant to the National Wool 
Act of 1954, as amended, 7 U.S.C. 1781-1787 
(hereinafter referred to as the “Act"), has 
announced an Incentive payment program 
for wool marketed during 1974; 

Whereas, It is anticipated that similar 
programs will be Instituted for subsequent 
marketing years under the Act; 

Whereas, any payments under such pro¬ 
grams will be made by the Commodity Credit 
Corporation to producers of wool as soon 
as practicable after the end of the year in 
which the wool Is marketed; 

Wliereas, section 708 of the Act authorizes 
the Secretary to enter into agreements with 
marketing cooperatives, trade associations or 
other organizations engaged or whose mem¬ 
bers are engaged in the handling of wool, 
sheep, or the products thereof, for the pur¬ 
pose of developing and conducting on a na¬ 
tional, State, or regional basis advertising 
and sales promotion programs and programs 
for the development and dissemination of 
information on product quality, production 
management, and marketing Improvement 
for wool and sheep and the products thereof; 

Whereas, such advertising and sales promo¬ 
tion programs for wool, sheep, and the prod¬ 
ucts thereof have been conducted since 1955 
in accordance with agreements between the 
Secretary and the Council whereby deduc¬ 
tions were made under the Act from incen¬ 
tive payments on wool; and 

Whereas, It is desirable that there be con¬ 
tinued an advertising and sales promotion 
program conducted on a national basis, and 
that there be an additional program for the 
development and dissemination of informa¬ 
tion on product quality, production manage¬ 
ment, and marketing improvement, for wool, 
sheep, and products thereof, to be financed 
by pro rata deductions from incentive pay¬ 
ments to wool producers; 

Now. therefore, the parties hereto agree as 
follows: 

1. Whenever incentive payments are made 
to producers under the Act, the Administra¬ 
tor, Agricultural Stabilization and Conser¬ 
vation Service, will make a pro rata deduc¬ 
tion from such payments and. at the direc¬ 
tion of the Administrator, Agricultural Mar¬ 
keting Service (hereinafter referred to as 
“Administrator”), pay the amount so deduct¬ 
ed to the Council to provide the funds neces¬ 
sary to defray the expenses of the Council 
incurred pursuant to this agreement. De¬ 
ductions will be made only from payments, if 
any, which are made to producers for mar¬ 
ketings during the years beginning Janu¬ 
ary 1. 1974, and ending December 31, 1977. 
Deductions from payments for marketings 
during 1974 shall be at the rate of 1 l A cents 
per pound of shorn wool marketed, and at a 
comparable rate, as determined by the Ad¬ 
ministrator. on unshorn lambs and yearlings 
(pulled wool) marketed; thereafter, the de¬ 
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ductions shall be at Buch rates as the Ad¬ 
ministrator and Council may agree upon, 
but in no event shall be in excess of the 
rates specified for 1974. 

2. For each fiscal year beginning July 1, 
1974, until all activities are completed under 
this agreement, the Council shall develop and 
submit to the Administrator for approval 
proposed advertising and sales promotion 
programs and supporting budgets for wool 
and lambs and the products thereof and 
such amendment thereto as may be needed. 
The Council shall Include in the budget each 
fiscal year such programs to develop and dis¬ 
seminate information on product quality, 
production management, and marketing Im¬ 
provement as it may plan to undertake. Each 
submission shall describe the annual plan of 
operation, commodities to be covered by each 
program, the proposed media and other 
methods which the Council Intends to use 
in carrying out such programs, and the bene¬ 
fits expected to be derived by producers on a 
national basis. After the proposed programs 
and budgets, including amendments there¬ 
to, have been approved by the Administrator, 
the Council will enter Into such agreements 
with advertising and promotional agencies, 
radio and television stations, and others, and 
employ such personnel, and will take such 
other action as the Council deems appropri¬ 
ate or necessary to effectuate such programs. 

3. The Council shall furnish the Adminis¬ 
trator with an annual report of Its activi¬ 
ties and a copy of an audit, prepared by a 
Certified Public Accountant, of its operations 
during each fiscal year. The Council shall also 
furnish the Administrator with a statement 
of assets and liabilities as of June 30 of each 
year and with such other reports and in¬ 
formation as he may from time to time re¬ 
quest. The Council shall keep accurate rec¬ 
ords of all its transactions, and these records 
shall be subject to inspection and audit by 
representatives of the Administrator at all 
times during regular business hours after the 
date of this agreement until 3 years after the 
Council has completed performance of all 
contracts made and obligations incurred 
hereunder. 

4. Either party may terminate this agree¬ 
ment with respect to the continuation of all 
programs hereunder by delivering, or mailing 
by registered mall, a written notice of such 
termination effective on the date to be speci¬ 
fied therein, but not earlier than 30 days 
after giving of such notice. After any such 
termination, the activities of the Council 
hereunder shall be liquidated promptly, and 
no deductions from payments to producers 
shall thereafter be made to defray expenses 
of the Council under this agreement except 
such deductions from payments made In con¬ 
nection with a prior marketing year as the 
Administrator determines necessary or de¬ 
sirable to effectuate such liquidation. If on 
or after January 1, 1975. the Administrator 
determines upon petition or referendum of 
the wool producers or otherwise that this 
agreement is no longer favored by the re¬ 
quisite number of producers, he shall so de¬ 
clare. After such determination, no deduc¬ 
tions from payments to producers shall be 
made to defray the expenses of the Council 
under this agreement except deductions from 
payments made in connection with a prior 
marketing year. 

5. Funds obtained by the Council pursuant 
to the agreement of August 11, 1971, and un¬ 
obligated on the date when this agreement 
becomes effective shall become subject to the 
terms and conditions of this agreement and 
be available to finance, either separately or in 
combination with other funds made available 
under this agreement, sales promotion and 
advertising programs and information 
development and dissemination programs es¬ 
tablished pursuant to this agreement. 
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6 . Upon termination of all programs under 
this agreement, if all the funds of the Coun¬ 
cil were derived from deductions from wool 
payments (including Interest earned there¬ 
on) „ all such funds remaining unobligated in 
the hands of the Council shall be returned to 
the Administrator, together with a statement 
explaining the various items which entered 
into the amount returned to the Administra¬ 
tor. If the Council received funds from 
sources other than the Administrator acting 
pursuant to this agreement, the Council shall 
return to the Administrator the same propor¬ 
tion of the unobligated funds as the funds 
contributed by the Administrator bore to all 
funds received by the Council. A statement of 
the assets and liabilities of the Council shall 
be furnished to the Administrator within 60 
days after such termination becomes effec¬ 
tive. The provision with respect to the return 
of unobligated funds shall also apply in case 
of dissolution or liquidation of the affairs of 
the Council. 

7. Any amendments or additions to the 
charter or bylaws of the Council shall be sub¬ 
ject to the approval of the Administrator. 

8 . The authority reserved to the Adminis¬ 
trator under the provisions of this agreement 
may be exercised by an official or officials of 
the Department of Agriculture designated by 
him for such purpose. 

9. During the performance of this agree¬ 
ment. it is further agreed that: 

(1) The Council will not discriminate 
against any employee or applicant for em¬ 
ployment because of race, color, religion, sex, 
or national origin. The Council will take 
affirmative action to insure that applicants 
are employed, and that employees are treated 
during employment, without regard to their 
race, color, religion, sex, or national origin. 
Such action shall include, but not be limited 
to, the following: Employment, upgrading, 
demotion, or transfer; recruitment or recruit¬ 
ment advertising; layoff or termination; rates 
of pay or other forms of compensation; and 
selection for training, including apprentice¬ 
ship. The Council agrees to post in con¬ 
spicuous places, available to employees and 
applicants for employment, notices to be pro¬ 
vided by the Administrator setting forth the 
provisions of this nondiscrimination clause. 

(2) The Council will. In all solicitations 
or advertisements for employees, state that 
all qualified applicants will receive consider¬ 
ation for employment without regard to race, 
color, religion, sex, or national origin. 

(3) The Council will send to each labor 
union or representative of workers with 
which It has a collective bargaining agree¬ 
ment or other contract or understanding, a 
notice to be provided by the Administrator, 
advising the labor union or workers’ repre¬ 
sentative of the Council’s commitments 
under Section 202 of Executive Order No. 
11246 of September 24, 1965, as amended, and 
shall post copies of the notice in conspicuous 
places available to employees and applicants 
for employment. 

(4) The Council will comply with all pro¬ 
visions of Executive Order No. 11246 of Sep¬ 
tember 24. 1965, as amended, and of the rules, 
regulations, and relevant orders of the Sec¬ 
retary of Labor. 

(5) The Council will furnish all informa¬ 
tion and reports required by Executive Order 
No. 11246 of September 24, 1965, as amended, 
and by the rules, regulations, and orders of 
the Secretary of Labor, or pursuant thereto, 
and will permit access to its books, records, 
and accounts by the Administrator and the 
Secretary of Labor for purposes of Investiga¬ 
tion to ascertain compliance with such rules, 
regulations, and orders. 

(6) In the event of the Council’s noncom- 
pliance with the nondiscrimination clauses 
of this agreement or with any of such rules, 
regulations, or orders, this agreement may 


be cancelled, terminated or suspended in ac¬ 
cordance with procedures authorized in Ex¬ 
ecutive Order No. 11246 of September 24,1965. 
as amended, and such other sanctions may 
be Imposed and remedies invoked as provided 
in Executive Order No. 11246 of Septem¬ 
ber 24, 1965, as amended, or by rule, regula¬ 
tion. or order of the Secretary of Labor, or 
as otherwise provided by law. 

(7) The Council will Include the provisions 
of paragraphs (1) through (7) in every con¬ 
tract or purchase order unless exempted by 
rules, regulations, or orders of the Secretary 
of Labor issued pursuant to Section 204 of 
Executive Order No. 11246 of September 24, 
1965, as amended, so that such provisions 
will be binding upon each contractor or 
vendor. The Council will take such action 
with respect to any contract or purchase 
order as the Administrator may direct as a 
means of enforcing such provisions including 
sanctions for noncompliance: Provided, how¬ 
ever, That In the event the Council becomes 
Involved in, or is threatened with, litigation 
with a contractor or vendor as a result of 
such direction by the Administrator, the 
Council may request the United States to 
enter into such litigation to protect the in¬ 
terests of the United States. 

10. This agreement shall not become ef¬ 
fective until and unless the Administrator 
has determined on the basis of a producer 
referendum that at least two-thirds of the 
total number of producers or two-thirds of 
the volume of production represented in such 
referendum approve his entering into this 
agreement. 

3. Agencies conducting referendum. 
The Administrator, Agricultural Stabili¬ 
zation and Conservation Service, shall be 
in charge of conducting this referendum. 
Each ASC State Committee shall be in 
charge of conducting the referendum in 
its State and each ASC county committee 
shall be in charge of conducting the ref¬ 
erendum in its county. 

4. Period of referendum . ASCS county 
offices will have ballot boxes available 
from November 4, 1974, through Novem¬ 
ber 15, 1974. Any completed ballot re¬ 
ceived by an ASCS county office before 
November 4, 1974, will be placed in the 
ballot box. Ballots reaching an ASCS 
county office after close of business No¬ 
vember 15, 1974, cannot be counted. 

5. Notice of referendum. Full and ac¬ 
curate public notice of the time and place 
of balloting in the referendum and the 
rules governing the eligibility to vote will 
be provided by the ASCS State and 
county offices by means of newspapers, 
radio, or any other method they deem de¬ 
sirable, without incurring advertising 
expense. 

6. Voting —(a) Mailing of ballots to 
eligible voters. Each ASCS county office 
will mail ballots to all producers, of whom 
the committee has knowledge, having 
ranch or farm headquarters located in 
its county. The mailing of a ballot is not 
a determination of eligibility to vote, and 
if a producer has not received a ballot, 
he can obtain one in the ASCS State or 
county office upon request. The Program 
Operations Division, Agricultural Sta¬ 
bilization and Conservation Service, will 
mail ballots to all cooperative associa¬ 
tions which qualify to vote on behalf of 
their members and others in accordance 
with paragraph (c) of this section. 

(b) Place and manner of voting by 
individuals. The ASCS county office serv¬ 


ing the county in which the producers 
farm or ranch headquarters is located 
shall be his polling place. A ballot may be 
cast on Form CCC-1160 either by per¬ 
sonal delivery to, or by mailing the form 
so that it will reach, the polling place on 
or before the close of business Novem¬ 
ber 15. 1974. 

(c) Place and manner of voting by co¬ 
operative associations. A cooperative as¬ 
sociation may cast only one ballot. The 
ballot shall be cast for all eligible voters 
who on the date the ballot is cast are 
members of. stockholders in, or under 
under contract to sell their wool or lambs 
through, the association in the 1974 mar¬ 
keting year. A cooperative association 
must qualify for voting by filing with 
the Director of the Program Operations 
Division, ASCS, U.S. Department of Agri¬ 
culture, Washington, D.C, 20250, not 
later than October 11, 1974. each of the 
following: (1) A certified copy of the 
articles of incorporation and bylaws of 
the association, and (2) a certified copy 
of the resolution adopted by the asso¬ 
ciation’s board of directors authorizing 
such vote. The Program Operations 
Division will send a ballot to each co¬ 
operative association which establishes 
eligibility to vote. 

The cooperative association shall re¬ 
turn the marked ballot to the Director, 
Program Operations Division, so that it 
will reach that office not later than 
November 15, 1974. Each ballot cast by 
a cooperative association shall be ac¬ 
companied by the original and two copies 
of a listing showing the names and ad¬ 
dresses of all producers, otherwise 
eligible to vote, who on the date the vote 
is cast are members of, stockholders in, 
or under contract to sell their wool or 
lambs through, the association in the 
1974 marketing year. The producers’ 
names shall be arranged alphabetically, 
on a separate sheet for each county. The 
listing for each county shall be headed 
by the name and address of the coopera¬ 
tive association and show whether voting 
“Yes” or “No” in the referendum. In 
preparing the listings, the cooperative 
association shall show for each producer 
the number of sheep and lambs 6 months 
of age or older which he owned con¬ 
tinuously in the United States during a 
single period of at least 30 days during 
1973. After checking the ballots and lists 
received from cooperative associations 
for completeness, the lists of producers 
for whom cooperative associations have 
voted will be forwarded by the Program 
Operations Division to the ASCS State 
offices concerned for distribution to the 
respective ASCS county offices. 

7. Determining volume of production 
represented. The volume of production 
represented by each producer voting or 
for whom a cooperative ballot is cast 
will be determined by the number of 
sheep, 6 months of age or older, which 
he owned continuously in the United 
States during a single period, selected by 
the producer, of at least 30 days during 
1973. 

8. Challenge of ballots. A ballot may 
be challenged on the basis of the knowl¬ 
edge of any ASC State, county, or com¬ 
munity committeeman, employee of an 
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ASCS State or county office, or any other 
person. Before a challenged ballot Is 
either counted or declared Invalid, a de¬ 
termination shall be made by the ASC 
county committee in connection with 
such challenged ballot. The determina¬ 
tion shall cover all questions as to the 
eligibility of the individual voter or any 
producer for whom a cooperative asso¬ 
ciation has cast a ballot and the ac¬ 
curacy of the number of sheep repre¬ 
sented. If two or more cooperative as¬ 
sociations cast ballots for the same pro¬ 
ducer, and the ballots take the same 
position with reference to the agreement 
which is the subject of the referendum, 
the producer’s vote will be counted only 
once. If they take different positions, his 
vote will not be counted. 

9. Canvass of ballots. The ASC county 
committees will make a count of the 
eligible voting producers, determining 
(a) the number of eligible voting pro¬ 
ducers favoring the agreement and the 
number of sheep represented by them, 
<b) the number of eligible voting produc¬ 
ers disapproving the agreement and the 
number of sheep represented by them, 
and (c) the number of voting producers 
found to be ineligible. All ballots shall be 
treated as confidential and the contents 
of the ballots shall not be divulged, ex¬ 
cept as provided in this notice or as the 
Administrator may direct. 

10. Reporting results of referendum. 
Each ASCS county office will transmit a 
written summary of the results of the 
referendum in its county to its ASCS 
State office. Each ASCS State office will 
transmit a written summary of the 
referendum results received from the 
ASCS county offices within its State to 
the Director of the Program Opera¬ 
tions Division, ASCS. Washington, D.C. 
20250, and maintain one copy of the 
summary in the ASCS State office where 
it shall be available for public inspection 
for a period of 5 years following the end 
of the referendum period. The Director 
of the Program Operations Division, Ag¬ 
ricultural Stabilization and Conservation 
Service, shall prepare and submit to the 
Administrator a report as to the results 
of the referendum. 

11. Additional instructions and forms. 
The Administrator, Agricultural Stabili¬ 
zation and Conservation Service, is 
hereby authorized to prescribe additional 
instructions and forms not inconsistent 
with the provisions of this notice to gov¬ 
ern the procedure to be followed in the 
conduct of this referendum. 

(Sec. 708, 68 St&t. 912, as amended, 87 St&t, 
224; 7 U.S.C. 1787) 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 5, 1974. 

John C. Blum, 
Associate Administrator, 
Agricultural Marketing Service. 

|PR Doc.74-21003 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Domestic and International Business 
Administration 
[File No. 23(73)-2] 

JOSE RESNICOV AND COMERCIAL 
SONORAMA 

Order Denying Export Privileges for an 
Indefinite Period 

In the matter of Jose Resnicov and 
Comercial Sonorama S. de R. L., Ave. 
Revolucion 921-4, Tijuana, B.C., Mexico, 
Respondents. File No. 23(73)-2. 

The Director, Compliance Division, Of¬ 
fice of Export Administration, Bureau of 
East-West Trade, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, has applied for an order de¬ 
nying to the above named respondents 
all export privileges for an indefinite pe¬ 
riod because the respondents failed to 
furnish answers to interrogatories, with¬ 
out good cause being shown. This ap¬ 
plication was made pursuant to § 388.6 of 
the Export Administration Regulations. 

The application for an indefinite de¬ 
nial order was referred to the Hearing 
Commissioner, Bureau of East-West 
Trade, who after considering the evi¬ 
dence has recommended that the ap¬ 
plication be granted. The report of the 
Hearing Commissioner and the evidence 
supporting the application have been 
considered. 

The evidence presented shows that the 
respondent Jose Resnicov, a citizen of 
Mexico, is and has been engaged in the 
business of importing, exporting and oth¬ 
erwise dealing in electronic equipment. 
Resnicov and other relatives appear to 
be the owners and operators of Comer¬ 
cial Sonorama S. de R.L., a retail store 
in Tijuana, Mexico which sells radios, 
phonographs, amplifiers, electronic parts, 
musical instruments, music and acces¬ 
sories. 

The evidence developed by the Com¬ 
pliance Division in its investigation into 
the disposition of Resnicov and Sono¬ 
rama of certain U.S.-origin electronic 
equipment of a strategic nature which 
they had obtained from various firms in 
the United States, was exported from San 
Ysidro, California on behalf of Sonorama 
without the benefit of required U.S. 
validated Export licenses and were there¬ 
after transshipped to countries for which 
valid export licenses would not have been 
issued. 

Relevant and material interrogatories 
and a request to furnish documents relat¬ 
ing to the transactions in question were 
served on respondents pursuant to § 388.6 
of the Export Administration regula¬ 
tions. Said respondents have declined to 
answer said Interrogatories and furnish 
the relevant documents. It is thereby 
determined that the respondents have 
not shown good cause for their failure 
to answer the said Interrogatories. I 
therefore find that an order denying all 


U.S. export privileges to said respondents 
for an indefinite period is reasonably 
necessary to protect the public interest 
and to achieve effective enforcement of 
the Act and regulations. 

Accordingly, It is hereby Ordered: 

I. All outstanding validated export 
licenses in which respondents appear or 
participate in any manner or capacity 
are hereby revoked and shall be re¬ 
turned forthwith to the Bureau of East- 
West Trade for cancellation. 

n. The respondents, their successors 
or assigns, partners, representatives, 
agents, and employees, hereby are denied 
all privileges of participation directly or 
indirectly, in any manner or capacity, in 
any transaction involving commodities 
or technical data exported from the 
United States in whole or part or to be 
exported, or which are otherwise subject 
to the export regulations. Without limi¬ 
tation of the generality of the foregoing, 
participation prohibited in any such 
transaction, either in the U.S. or abroad 
shall include participation, directly or in¬ 
directly, in any manner or capacity: (a) 
as a party or as a representative of a 
party to any validated export license 
application, (b) in the preparation or fil¬ 
ing or any export license application or 
reexportation authorization, or any 
document to be submitted therewith, (c) 
in the obtaining or using of any validated 
or general export control document, <d> 
in the carrying on of negotiations with 
respect to, or in the receiving, ordering, 
buying, selling, delivering, storing, using, 
or disposing of any commodities or 
technical data in whole or in part ex¬ 
ported or to be exported from the United 
States, and (e) financing, forwarding, 
transporting, or other servicing or such 
commodities or technical data. 

HI. Such denial of export privileges 
shall extend not only to the respondents, 
but also to their agents and employees 
and to any successor, and to any person, 
firm, corporation, or business organiza¬ 
tion with which they or either of them 
now or hereafter may be related by 
affiliation, ownership, control, position of 
responsibility, or other connection in 
the conduct or export trade or services 
connected therewith. 

IV. This order shall remain in effect 
until the respondents provide responsive 
answers, written information, and docu¬ 
ments, in response to the interrogatories 
heretofore served upon them, or give 
adequate reasons for not doing so, except 
insofar as this order may be amended or 
modified hereafter in accordance with 
the export regulations. 

V. No person, firm, corporation, part¬ 
nership or other business organization, 
whether in the United States or else¬ 
where, without prior disclosure to and 
specific authorization from the Bureau 
of East-West Trade, shall do any of the 
following acts, directly or indirectly, or 
carry on negotiations with respect 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 177—WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 11, 1974 






32770 


NOTICES 


thereto, in any manner or capacity, on 
behalf of or in any association with the 
respondents or any related party, or 
whereby the respondents or related party 
may obtain any benefit therefrom or 
have any interest or participation there¬ 
in, directly or indirectly: (a) apply for, 
obtain, transfer, or use any license, ship¬ 
per’s export declaration, bill of lading, 
or other expoi-t control document relat¬ 
ing to any exportation, reexportation, 
transshipment, or diversion of any com¬ 
modity or technical data exported or to 
be exported from the United States, by. 
to, or for any such respondent or related 
party denied export privileges; or (b) 
order, buy, receive, use, sell, deliver, store, 
dispose of, forward, transport, finance, 
or otherwise service or participate in any 
exportation, reexportation, transship¬ 
ment. or diversion of any commodity or 
technical data exported or to be ex¬ 
ported from the United States. 

VI. A copy of this order shall be served 
on respondents. 

VII. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 388.15 of the export regulations, the 
respondents may move at any time to 
vacate or modify this indefinite denial 
order by filing with the Hearing Com¬ 
missioner, Bureau of East-West Trade. 
U.S. Department of Commerce, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20230 an appropriate motion 
for relief, supported by substantial evi¬ 
dence, and may also request an oral hear¬ 
ing thereon, which if requested shall be 
held before the Hearing Commissioner, 
at Washington, D.C. at the earliest con¬ 
venient date. 

This order shall become effective on 
September 5,1974. 

Dated: September5,1974. 

Hauer H. Meyer, 
Director, Office of 
Export Administration. 

[FR Doc.74-20946 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am] 


TELECOMMUNICATIONS EQUIPMENT 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Notice of Meeting 

The Telecommunications Equipment 
Technical Advisoiy Committee of the 
U.S. Department of Commerce will meet 
Wednesday, October 16. 1974, at 9:30 
a.m. in Room 6705 of the Main Com¬ 
merce Building. 14th and Constitution 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 

Members advise the Office of Export 
Administration, Bureau of East-West 
Trade, with respect to questions involv¬ 
ing technical matters, world-wide avail¬ 
ability and actual utilization of produc¬ 
tion and technology, and licensing pro¬ 
cedures which may affect the level of 
export controls applicable to telecommu¬ 
nications equipment, including technical 
data related thereto, and including those 
whose export is subject to multilateral 
(COCOM) controls. 

Agenda items are as follows: 

1. Opening remarks by the Chairman. 

2. Presentation of papers or comments 
by the public. 

3. Report on Telecommunications 
Technical Seminars in Eastern Europe. 


4. Report on Processors for Electronic 
Switching. 

5. Discussion on content of Second An¬ 
nual Report due March 1975. 

6. Executive Session: Update on Con¬ 
clusions and Recommendations. 

The public will be permitted to attend 
the discussion of agenda items 1-5, and 
a limited number of seats—approxi¬ 
mately 15—will be available to the public 
for these agenda items. To the extent 
time permits, members of the public may 
present oral statements to the commit¬ 
tee. Interested persons are also invited 
to file written statements with the com¬ 
mittee. 

With respect to agenda item (6), “Ex¬ 
ecutive Session,” the Assistant Secretary 
of Commerce for Administration, on 
May 16, 1974, determined, pursuant to 
section 10(d) of P.L. 92-463, that this 
agenda item should be exempt from the 
provisions of sections 10(a)(1) and (a) 
(3). relating to open meetings and public 
participation therein, because the meet¬ 
ing will be concerned with matters listed 
in 5 U.S.C. 552 (b)(1). 

Further information may be obtained 
from Charles C. Swanson, Director, Op- 


Purpose. The Committee is charged 
with the initial review of grant applica¬ 
tions for Federal assistance in the pro¬ 
gram areas administered by the National 
Institute of Mental Health relating to re¬ 
search activities and makes recommen¬ 
dations to the National Advisory Mental 
Health Council for final review. 

Agenda. From 9 to 9:30 a.m., Octo¬ 
ber 3, the meeting will be open for dis¬ 
cussion of administrative announcements 


Purpose. The Committee is charged 
with the initial review of grant applica¬ 
tions for Federal assistance in the pro¬ 
gram areas administered by the National 
Institute of Mental Health relating to 
research activities and makes recom¬ 
mendations to the National Advisory 
Mental Health Council for final review. 

Agenda. From 9 to 9:30 &.m., October 3, 
the meeting will be open for discussion 
of administrative announcements and 


erations Division. Office of Export Ad¬ 
ministration, Room 1620, U.S. Depart- 
ment of Commerce, Washington, D.C 
20230 (A/C 202-967-4196). 

Dated: September 5, 1974. 

Rauer H. Meyer, 
Director . Office of Export Ad¬ 
ministration, Bureau of East- 
West Trade, U.S. Department 
of Commerce. 

[FR Doc.74-20954 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration 

ADVISORY COMMITTEES 
Notice of Meetings 

The Acting Administrator, Alcohol, 
Drug Abuse, and Mental Health Admin¬ 
istration, announces the meeting dates 
and other required information for the 
following National Advisory bodies 
scheduled to assemble the month of 
October 1974: 


and program developments. In accord¬ 
ance with the provisions set forth in sec¬ 
tion 552(b)(4), Title 5. U.S. Code and 
section 10(d) of P.L. 92-463, the re¬ 
mainder of the meeting will be closed to 
the public for the review, discussion and 
evaluation of individual grant applica¬ 
tions. The applications contain informa¬ 
tion of a proprietary or confidential 
nature, including detailed research 
protocols, designs, and other technical 
information. 


program developments. In accordance 
with the provisions set forth in section 
552(b) (4), Title 5, U.S. Code and section 
10(d) of P.L. 92-463, the remainder of 
the meeting will be closed to the public 
for the review, discussion and evaluation 
of individual grant applications. The ap¬ 
plications contain information of a pro¬ 
prietary or confidential nature, including 
detailed research protocols, designs, and 
other technical information. 


Committee name 

Date, lime, place 

Typo of meeting and/or contact person 


Board of Scientific Coun¬ 
selors, NIMH. 

October 25 to 26, 0:30 a.m., Bldg. 
36, Conference Room IBh 07, Na¬ 
tional insUtutes of Health, Be* 
thesda, Md. 

Open—Oct. 25, 9:30 to 10 a.m., Closed-Otherw so 
Contact John C. Eborhart, 301-496 3501, Bldg- 
36. Room 1A-05, NIU, 9000 RockviUo Pike. 
Belhosda, Md. 20014. 


Committee name Date, time, place Type of meeting and/or contact person 


Social Problems Re- October 3 to 4, 9 a.m.. Room No. Open—Oct. 3, 9 to 9:30 a.m., dosed—Otherwise 
search Review Com* 202. Fairfax Hotel, Washington, Contact Herbert II. Cobum, 301-449-4843, Park 
mittee. D.C. lawn Bldg.. Room 9C-14, 5600 Fishers Lam*. 

Rockville, Md. 20852. 


Committee name Date, time, place Type of meeting and/or contact person 


Social Sciences Research October 3 to 6, 0 a.m., Em- Open—Oct. 3, 9 to 9:30 o.m., Closed—Otherwise 
Review Committee. bossy Row Hotel, Washington, Contact Joyce B. Lazar. 301 449 3936. Park law a 
D.C. Bldg., Room 10-95, 5(300 Fishers Lane, Rockville, 

Md. 20852. 
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Purpose. The Board provides expert 
advice to the Director. NIMH, on the 
mental health intramural research pro¬ 
gram through periodic visits to the labo¬ 
ratories for assessment of the research in 
progress and evaluation of productivity 
and performance of staff scientists. 

Agenda. Prom 9:30 to 10 a.m., Octo¬ 
ber 25, the meeting will be open for a re¬ 
port by the Director and Deputy Director 
of Intramural Research, NIMH, on recent 
administrative developments. In accord¬ 
ance with the provisions set forth in sec¬ 
tion 552(b)(6), Title 5, U.S. Code and 
section 10(d) of P.L. 92-463, the re¬ 
mainder of the meeting will be closed to 
the public for the review, discussion, and 
evaluation of individual programs and 
projects conducted by the National In¬ 
stitute of Mental Health, including con¬ 
sideration of personnel qualifications 
and performance, the competence of 
individual investigators, medical files of 
individual research subjects, and similar 
items, the disclosure of which would con¬ 
stitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy. 

Substantive information may be ob¬ 
tained from the contact persons listed 

above. 

The NIMH Information Officer who 
will furnish summaries of the meetings 
and rosters of the committee members is 
Mr. Edwin M. Long, Deputy Director, 
Division of Scientific and Technical In¬ 
formation, National Institute of Mental 
Health, Room 15-105, Parklawn Build¬ 
ing, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville. Mary¬ 
land 20852, Telephone No. 443-3600. 

Dated: September 4,1974. 

Robert L. DuPont. 

ActiTig Administrator. Alcohol. 
Drug Abuse, and Mental 
Health Administration. 

[PR Doc.74-20987 Piled 9-10-74;8:45 amj 


Food and Drug Administration 

[PAP MF3587J 

MITSUBISHI INTERNATIONAL CORP. 

Notice of Filing of Petition for Food 
Additive 

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b)(5). 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348 
(b)(5)). notice is given that a petition 
(FAP MF3587) has been filed by Mitsu¬ 
bishi International Corp., Suite 4040, 875 
North Michigan Ave., Chicago, IL 60611, 
proposing issuance of a food additive 
regulation (21 CFR Part 121) to pro¬ 
vide for safe use of isobutylidene diurea 
as a nonprotein nitrogen source for beef 
cattle. It is recommended as a protein 
supplement for range cattle or under 
confined feeding conditions where sup¬ 
plemental nitrogen is needed to meet 
protein requirements of weanling calves, 
yearling cattle, or mature cows and bulls. 

The environmental impact analysis re¬ 
port and other relevant material have 
been reviewed, and it has been deter¬ 
mined that the proposed use of the addi¬ 
tive will not have a significant environ¬ 


mental impact. Copies of the environ¬ 
mental impact analysis report may be 
seen in the office of the Assistant Com¬ 
missioner for Public Affairs. Rm. 15B-42 
or the office of the Hearing Clerk, Food 
and Drug Administration, Rm. 4-65. 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20852, dur¬ 
ing working hours, Monday through 
Friday. 

Dated: September 4.1974. 

Sam D. Fine, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance . 

[PR Doc.74-20933 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 ami 


[NADA 35-361VJ 

BIO NEERING INTERNATIONAL, INC. 

lronyet-100; Notice of Withdrawal of Ap¬ 
proval of New Animal Drug Applica¬ 
tion 

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 512, 
82 Stat. 343-351; 21 U.S.C. 360b) and 
under authority delegated to the Com¬ 
missioner of Food and Drugs (21 CFR 
2.120), the following notice is issued: 

Bio-Neering International, Inc., 930 
Thompson Dr., Florissant, MO 63031, has 
requested withdrawal of approval in ac¬ 
cordance with § 135.28(d) (21 CFR 135.- 
28(d)) of NADA (new animal drug ap¬ 
plication) No. 35-36IV for colloidal fer¬ 
ric oxide injectable, used in the treat¬ 
ment of anemia in swine, on the grounds 
that the drug is no longer marketed. 
Therefore, notice is given that approval 
of NADA 35-36IV, including all amend¬ 
ments and supplements thereto, is hereby 
withdrawn effective September 11, 1974. 

Dated: September 4.1974. 

Sam D. Fine, 

Associate Commissioner for 
Compliance. 

|FR Doc.74-20924 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 ami 


[DESI 6762: Docket No. FDC-D-625; 

NDA No. 7-696 etc.l 

CERTAIN TOPICAL PREPARATIONS FOR 
OPHTHALMIC OR OTIC USE 

Opportunity for Hearing on Proposal To 
Withdraw Approval of New Drug Application 

The National Academy of Sciences - 
National Research Council. Drug Efficacy 
Study Group evaluated the effectiveness 
of the drug products described below and 
submitted to the Commissioner of Food 
and Drugs its reports finding the drugs 
to be either less-than-effective for all 
claims or in one instance (Metreton for 
relief of certain ocular symptoms), effec¬ 
tive with the qualifying statement that 
“The company needs to document that 
this combination is more effective than 
the steroid alone in these condi¬ 
tions, * * * Copies of those reports 
have previously been made publicly avail¬ 
able and are on display at the office of 
the Food and Drug Administration’s 
Hearing Clerk. After reviewing the Acad¬ 
emy’s reports and the available data 


and information, the Commissioner con¬ 
cluded that the drugs are less-than-ef- 
fective and published his conclusions in 
the Federal Register of September 17, 
1970 (35 FR 14577) that the drugs are 
possibly effective for their claimed indi¬ 
cations: 


NDA Drug NDA Holder 

No. 


7-606... 

16-005 

10-006.. 

11- 09*.. 

12- 107.. 


Olodyne otic solution con¬ 
taining zolaniine hydro- 
chloride nnd enprocin 
hydrochloride. 

Metro Um ophthalmic stis- 
|K*nsion containing pred¬ 
nisolone acetate and 
chlorpheniramine gluco¬ 
nate. 

Prednefrin 0.12 percent 
ophthalmic suspension 
couhiining prednisolone 
acetate, phenylephrine 
hydrochloride, and anU- 
pyriue. 

Prednefrin-S 0.2 percent 
ophthalmic solution con¬ 
taining prednisolone aud 



Prednefrin Forte 1 percent 
ophthalmic suspension 
containing prednisolone 
acetate, phenylephrine 
hydrochloride ana unti- 
pyrine. 


Schering Corp., 
1011 Morris 
Aveuno, Union, 
NX 07083. 
Sobering (3orp. 


Allergan Pharma¬ 
ceuticals, lllrtU 
South Grand 
Avenoe, Santa 
Ana, CaUL 02705. 

Allergan Pharma¬ 
ceuticals. 


AUorgun Pharma¬ 
ceuticals. 


Allergan submitted results of a study 
comparing the combination product 
Prednefrin 0.12 percent Ophthalmic So¬ 
lution with Prednefrin minus phenyl¬ 
ephrine. The study fails to meet the re¬ 
quirements of 21 CFR 3.86 on its face 
since it does not explore the contribution 
to effectiveness of the antipyrine com¬ 
ponent. In the study, patients with aller¬ 
gic conjunctivitis were treated in one eye 
writh Prednefrin and in the other with 
Prednefrin minus phenylephrine. The 
study was double-blinded and the drug 
given to each eye was determined 
through randomization. Evaluation of 
results indicated no difference in symp¬ 
toms or overall improvement between 
the two groups after 1, 2, 3, 4, or 5 days. 
There was, however, a reported statis¬ 
tically significant difference in the degree 
of erythema seen 15 minutes and 1 hour 
after drug use with the difference favor¬ 
ing Prednefrin. This advantage was quite 
small with approximately 75 percent of 
all eyes improving as much or more on 
Prednefrin minus phenylephrine. 

It was the opinion of the NAS-NRC 
Panel which reviewed this drug product 
that “although phenylephrine may 
‘whiten’ inflamed eyes by vasoconstric¬ 
tion, the therapeutic value of this is 
debatable. Cosmesis should not be an 
acceptable criterion for product ingre¬ 
dients.” Even granting the acceptability 
of cosmesis, however, this combination 
product, apart from the total absence of 
evidence of a role for antipyrine, fails to 
meet the requirements of the Combina¬ 
tion Policy (21 CFR 3.86). In addition to 
requiring that each component “make a 
contribution to the claimed effects,” the 
Policy requires that “the dosage of each 
component (amount, frequency, dura¬ 
tion) [must be) such that the combina¬ 
tion is safe and effective for a significant 
patient population requiring such con¬ 
current therapy.” It is clear that the 
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duration of action of the prednisolone 
and phenylephrine components are dis¬ 
similar. Thus, if phenylephrine is “re¬ 
quired” to whiten eyes, it will be needed 
much more frequently than will pred¬ 
nisolone. Because Prednefrin is a fixed 
combination, however, its components 
must be administered together, resulting 
in either excess dosage of prednisolone 
or underdosage of phenylephrine. In ad¬ 
dition, phenylephrine appears to confer 
no advantage at all after day one, so that 
its use throughout the course of treat¬ 
ment represents administration of a 
clearly ineffective component for all but 
the first day. Thus the dosage of each 
component with regard to frequency and 
duration is such that the combination 
cannot be considered effective. 

Schering has reported results of 
studies comparing Metreton Ophthalmic 
Suspension with prednisolone. These 
studies, according to Schering, did not 
demonstrate in a statistically significant 
manner that Metreton was more effec¬ 
tive than its prednisolone component. 
The studies also were not adequately 
controlled within the meaning of 21 CFR 
3.86 in that there was no comparison of 
the combination product with a control 
containing the component chlorphenira¬ 
mine gluconate as the only active ingre¬ 
dient. Thus, the studies do not constitute 
substantial evidence of effectiveness, and 
the combination product has not been 
shown to meet the fixed-combination 
drug requirements of 21 CFR 3.86. 

No data were submitted concerning 
the other drugs listed above. 

Also included in the notice of Septem¬ 
ber 17, 1970 was NDA 11-530, Op-Predrin 
Ophthalmic Solution containing pred¬ 
nisolone and phenylephrine hydrochlo¬ 
ride; Broemmel Pharmaceuticals, 1235 
Sutter Street, San Francisco, CA 94109. 
This drug is no longer marketed, and ap¬ 
proval has been withdrawn for failure 
to submit required reports (36 FR 14342, 
August 4, 1971). The conclusions con¬ 
cerning the effectiveness of this drug had 
not been reached at the time that the 
notice was published. 

On the basis of all of the data and 
information available to him, the Direc¬ 
tor of the Bureau of Drugs is unaware of 
any adequate and well-controlled clini¬ 
cal investigation conducted by experts 
qualified by scientific training and ex¬ 
perience meeting the requirements of 
section 505 of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act <21 U.S.C. 355) and 21 
CFR 314.111(a)(5) and 3.86. demon¬ 
strating the effectiveness of any of the 
drugs mentioned above. 

Therefore, notice is given to the 
holder (s) of the new drug applica¬ 
tion (s) and to all other interested per¬ 
sons that the Director of the Bureau of 
Drugs proposes to issue an order under 
section 505(e) of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 355 
(e)), withdrawing approval of the new 
drug application (s) (or if indicated 
above, those parts of the application (s) 
prividing for the drug product(s) listed 
above) and all amendments and supple¬ 
ments thereto on the ground that new 
information before him with respect to 


the drug product(s), evaluated together 
with the evidence available to him at the 
time of approval of the application(s), 
shows there is a lack of substantial 
evidence that the drug produces) will 
have the effect it purports or is repre¬ 
sented to have under the conditions of 
use prescribed, recommended, or sug¬ 
gested in the labeling. 

In addition to the holder(s) of the 
new drug application (s) specifically 
named above, this notice of opportunity 
for hearing applies to all persons who 
manufacture or distribute a drug prod¬ 
uct which is identical, related, or 
similar to a drug product named above, 
as defined in 21 CFR 310.6. It is the 
responsibility of every drug manu¬ 
facturer or distributor to review this 
notice of opportunity for hearing to de¬ 
termine whether it covers any drug prod¬ 
uct he manufactures or distributes. Any 
person may request an opinion of the 
applicability of this notice to a specifiic 
drug product he manufactures or dis¬ 
tributes that may be identical, related, 
or similar to a drug product named in 
this notice by writing to the Food and 
Drug Administration, B urea u of Drugs, 
Office of Compliance (HFD-300), 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, Md. 20852. 

In addition to the ground<s) for the 
proposed withdrawal of approval stated 
above, this notice of opportunity for 
hearing encompasses all issues relating 
to the legal status of the drug products 
subject to it (including identical, re¬ 
lated, or similar drug products as de¬ 
fined in § 310.6) e.g., any contention 
that any such product is not a new drug 
because it is generally recognized as 
safe and effective within the meaning 
of section 201 (p) of the act or because 
it is exempt from part or all of the new 
drug provisions of the act pursuant to the 
exemption for products marketed prior 
to June 25, 1938, contained in section 
201 (p) of the act, or pursuant to section 
107(c) of the Drug Amendments of 
1962; or for any other reason. 

In accordance with the provisions of 
section 505 of the act (21 U.S.C. 355) 
and the regulations promulgated there¬ 
under (21 CFR 310, 314), the appli¬ 
cant (s) and all other persons subject to 
this notice pursuant to 21 CFR 310.6 are 
hereby given an opportunity for a hear¬ 
ing to show why approval of the new 
drug application (s) should not be with¬ 
drawn and an opportunity to raise, for 
administrative determination, all issues 
relating to the legal status of a drug 
product named above and of all identi¬ 
cal, related, or similar drug products. 

If an applicant or any other person 
subject to this notice pursuant to 21 CFR 
310.6 elects to avail himself of the oppor¬ 
tunity for a hearing, he shall file (1) on 
or before October 11, 1974, a written 
notice of appearance and request for 
hearing, and (2) on or before November 
11,1974, the data, information, and anal¬ 
yses on which he relies to justify a 
hearing, as specified in 21 CFR 314.200. 
Any other interested person may also 
submit comments on this notice. The 
procedures and requirements governing 
this notice of opportunity for hearing, a 


notice of appearance and request for 
hearing, a submission of data, informa¬ 
tion, and analyses to justify a hearing, 
other comments, and a grant er denial of 
hearing, are contained in 21 CFR 130.14 
as published and discussed in detail in 
the Federal Register of March 13, 1974 
(39 FR 9750), recodified as 21 CFR 
314.200 on March 29, 1974 (39 FR 11680). 

The failure of an applicant or any 
other person subject to this notice pur¬ 
suant to 21 CFR 310.6 to file timely writ¬ 
ten appearance and request for hear¬ 
ing as required by 21 CFR 314.200 consti¬ 
tutes an election by such person not to 
avail himself of the opportunity for a 
hearing concerning the action proposed 
with respect to such drug product and 
a waiver of any contentions concerning 
the legal status of any such drug product. 
Any such drug product may not there¬ 
after lawfully be marketed, and the Food 
and Drug Administration will initiate ap¬ 
propriate regulatory action to remove 
such drug products from the market. Any 
new drug product marketed without an 
approved NDA is subject to regulatory 
action at any time. 

A request for a hearing may not rest 
upon mere allegations or denials, but 
must set forth specific facts showing that 
there is a genuine and substantial issue 
of fact that requires a hearing. If it con¬ 
clusively appears from the face of the 
data, information, and factual analyses 
in the request for the hearing that there 
is no genuine and substantial issue of 
fact which precludes the withdrawal of 
approval of the application, or when 
a request for hearing is not made in the 
required format or wdth the required 
analyses, the Commissioner will enter 
summary judgment against the per¬ 
son (s) who requests the hearing, making 
findings and conclusions, denying a hear¬ 
ing. 

All submissions pursuant to this notice 
shall be filed in quintuplicate with the 
Hearing Clerk, Food and Drug Adminis¬ 
tration (HFC-20), Room 6-86, 5600 Fish¬ 
ers Lane, Rockville, MD 20852. 

All submissions pursuant to this notice, 
except for data and information prohib¬ 
ited from public disclosure pursuant to 21 
U.S.C. 331 (j) or 18 U.S.C. 1905, may be 
seen in the office of the Hearing Clerk 
during regular business hours, Monday 
through Friday. 

This notice is issued pursuant to pro¬ 
visions of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (secs. 505, 52 Stat. 1052-53. 
as amended; 21 U.S.C. 355), and under 
authority delegated to the Director of the 
Bureau of Drugs (21 CFR 2.121). 

Dated: August 30,1974. 

J. Richard Crout, 
Director, Bureau of Drugs. 

[PR Doc.74-20932 Piled 9-10-74;8:45 amj 


National Institutes of Health 

CANCER TREATMENT ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice 
is hereby given of the meeting of the 
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Cancer Treatment Advisory Committee, 
National Cancer Institute. October 1-2, 
1974. 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. t National Institutes 
of Health, Building 31, Conference 

Room 10. 

This meeting will be open to the public 
on October 1-2, 1974, from 9 a.m. to 5 
p.m. to discuss the Report on the Steer¬ 
ing Subcommittee, NCI Programs in 
Cancer Treatment, and Discussion and 
Recommendations of the Committee. At¬ 
tendance by the public will be limited to 
space available. 

Mrs. Marjorie P. Early, Committee 
Management Officer, NCI, Building 31, 
Room 3A-16, National Institutes of 
Health, Bethesda, Maryland 20014, (301- 
496-5708) will furnish summaries of the 
open meeting and roster of subcommittee 
members. 

Dr. Seymour Perry, Executive Secre¬ 
tary, Building 31, Room 3A-52, National 
Institutes of Health, Bethesda, Maryland 
20014 (301-496-4291) will furnish sub¬ 
stantive program information. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 13.825. National Institutes of 
Health) 

Dated: September 4, 1974. 

Suzanne L. Fremeau, 
Committee Management Officer, NIH. 

[FR Doc.74-20896 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am] 


DENTAL CARIES PROGRAM ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice 
Is hereby given of the meeting of the 
Dental Caries Program Advisory Com¬ 
mittee, National Institute of Dental Re¬ 
search, October 7-8, 1974, National In¬ 
stitutes of Health, Building 31-C, Con¬ 
ference Room 7. Bethesda, Maryland. 

The entire meeting will be open to the 
public from 9 aon. to 5 p.m. on October 7, 
and from 9 a.m. to 12:30 pan. on Octo¬ 
ber 8. to discuss research progress and 
plans of the National Caries Program for 
PY 1975. Attendance by the public will 
be limited to space available. Dr. James 
P. Carlos, Associate Director, National 
Caries Program, National Institute of 
Dental Research. National Institutes of 
Health, Westwood Building, Room 528, 
Bethesda, Maryland 20014, (phone num¬ 
ber 301-496-7239) will provide sum¬ 
maries of the meeting, rosters of the 
committee members, and substantive 
program information. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 13,325 and 13,827, National Insti¬ 
tutes of Health) 

Dated: September 4, 1974. 

Suzanne L. Fremeau, 
Committee Management Officer , NIH. 

[FR Doc.74-20897 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am) 


PERIODONTAL DISEASES ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice 
is hereby given of the meeting of the 
Periodontal Diseases Advisory Commit¬ 
tee, National Institute of Dental Re¬ 
search, October 9-10, 1974, National In¬ 
stitutes of Health, Building 31-C, Con¬ 
ference Room 8, Bethesda, Maryland. 

The entire meeting will be open to the 
public from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. on October 9. 
and from 9 a.m. to 12:30 p.m. on Octo¬ 
ber 10, for continuing discussions of 
manpower needs for future periodontal 
disease research. The Committee will 
also consider the results of a recent 
workshop to assess research progress on 
the role of dentobacterial plaque in oral 
disease and will hold special discussions 
on the various aspects of plaque forma¬ 
tion to aid staff in planning programs 
consistent with an appropriate distribu¬ 
tion of research funds. Attendance by 
the public will be limited to space avail¬ 
able. Dr. Anthony A. Rizzo, Scientist Ad¬ 
ministrator, Extramural Programs, Na¬ 
tional Institute of Dental Research, Na¬ 
tional Institutes of Health, Westwood 
Building, Room 521, Bethesda, Maryland 
20014, Phone number 301-496-7784, will 
provide summaries of the meeting and 
rosters of the committee members. Dr. 
Anthony A. Rizzo, Scientist Administra¬ 
tor, Extramural Programs, National In¬ 
stitute of Dental Research. National In¬ 
stitutes of Health, Westwood Building, 
Room 521, Bethesda, Maryland 20014 
(phone number 301-496-7784), will fur¬ 
nish substantive program information. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 13,325 and 13,827, National Insti¬ 
tutes of Health) 

Dated: September 4, 1974. 

Suzanne L. Fremeau, 
Committee Management Officer , NIH. 

IFR Doc.74-20895 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am] 


Office of Education 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON THE 
EDUCATION OF BILINGUAL CHILDREN 

Notice of Public Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 10(a)(2) of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (Public Law 92-463). that 
a meeting of the Advisory Committee on 
the Education of Bilingual Children will 
be held from 8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m. on 
Thursday September 26, 1974, and on 
Friday, September 27, 1974 from 8:30 

a.m. to 5 p.m. The Committee will meet 
in the Director’s Conference Room, Room 
3600, Regional Office Building 3, at 7th 
and D Streets SW., Washington, D.C. on 
September 26. The meeting of Friday. 
September 27, will be held in Room 2328 
of the same address. 


This meeting shall be open to the 
public. The proposed agenda for the 
meeting is: 

1. Discussion of the position paper 
on Bilingual Education as prepared by 
the Committee. 

2. Discussion of the Rules and Regula¬ 
tions pursuant to HJt. 69. and the role 
of the Committee in the preparation of 
said rules. 

3. Other relevant matters which the 
Advisory Committee deems germane to 
the issue shall also be discussed. 

Records shall be kept of all proceed¬ 
ings, and shall be available for public 
inspection at Room 3600. Regional Office 
Building 3. 7th and D Streets SW.. 
Washington, D.C. 20202. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Sep¬ 
tember 5, 1974. 

John C. Molina, 
Director, Division of 
Bilingual Education. 

IFR Doc.74-20992 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 
[AC 00-2BB Effective June 15,1974] 

FEDERAL AVIATION REGULATIONS 

Advisory Circular Checklist and Status; 

Correction 

FR Doc. 74-18645 (published in 39 FR 
29144, August 13, 1974) should be cor¬ 
rected as indicated below. 

1. On page 29164, En Route Air Traffic 
Control Handbook, 7110.9C—Change the 
foreign mailing price from “$10.60” to 
“$10.70.” 

2. In the “Conversion List of FAR 
Parts, Amendments and Changes 
thereto,” on page 29166, prices for the 
following Parts should be corrected as 
indicated. 

a. Part 43—Change the foreign mail¬ 
ing price from “$.865” to “$0.65.” 

b. Part 93—Change the price from 
“$2.95” to “$2.45.” 

c. Part 103—Change the foreign mail¬ 
ing price from "$.055” to “$0.55.” 

Morton Gluck, 

Acting Director of 
Management Systems, AMS-1. 

[FR Doc.74-20951 Filed 9-10-74;8.45 am] 


Hazardous Materials Regulations Board 
SPECIAL PERMITS ISSUED 

Pursuant to Docket No. HM-1, Rule- 
making procedures of the Hazardous 
Materials Regulations Board, issued 
May 22, 1968 (33 FR 8277) 49 CFR 170. 
following is a list of new DOT Special 
Permits upon which Board action was 
completed during August 1974. 
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Special Mode or inodes 

permit Issued to—SubJect of 

No. transportation 


SP 689-i 


HP 6004 


Lawrence Livermore La) mo¬ 
ratory, Livermore, Calif., to 
siiip tion-liqucfied, non¬ 
flammable compressed 
gases in an APME pressure 
vessel assembly consisting 
of a steel cylinder having 
welded tubular extensions. 

Cationics, Inc., Cleveland, 
Ohio, to ship Antimony 
pentafluoride (spectro* 
grade) in DOT Bpccifica- 
licatlou 12A tlberboard l>ox 
having inside glass bottles 
not exceeding 1 pint capac¬ 
ity, each individually 
packed and surrounded 
with vermicuUte in a metal 


Motor vehicle, 
Rail freight. 
Rail express. 


Cargo-only 

aircraft, 

Motor 

vehicle. 


fp cm 


FP 0910 


FP 0913 


er 0918 


can. 

The Parker Company, De¬ 
troit, Mich., to ship fron 
or steel rust preventing or 
removing compounds In 05 
gallon capacity DOT Spec¬ 
ification 21P/2SL composite 
container having a maxi¬ 
mum net welglit of 700 
pounds. 

Cooper Laboratories, Inc., 
Wayuc, N.J., to ship a 
Denturo cleaning sysUnn 
containing phosphoric acid 
solution packed in the same 
outside container with a 
nouregulatod article. 

Continental Oil Company, 
Houston, Texas, to ship 
Vinyl chloride in a non- 
DOT specification 1000 gal¬ 
lon water capacity cargo 
tank having a design pres¬ 
sure of 250 psi. 

AM VAC Chemical Corpora¬ 
tion. Los Angeles, Calif., 
to ship certain Liquid or¬ 
ganic phosphotes. Class B 
poison, in one gallon capac¬ 
ity glass containers indi¬ 
vidually overpacked in a 
DOT Specification 33A 
polystyrene case: four cases 
packed in a DOT-12B 
liberboard box. 


Cargo vessel. 
Motor 

vcliiele, Rail 
freight. 


Cargo vessel, 
Motor 
vehicle. 


Motor vehicle. 


Cargo vessel, 
Motor 
vehicle, 

Rail freight. 


Alan L Roberts. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-20752 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

[Docket No. EX74-2; Notice 2] 

CARROZZERIA ZAGATO 

Petition for Temporary Exemption From 
Motor Vehicle Safety Standards 

Tills notice grants the petition of Car- 
rozzeria Zagato for a temporary ex¬ 
emption of its electrically-powered El- 
car for 1 year from certain safety 
standards. 

On July 15, 1974 (39 FR 25969) the 
NHTSA published notice of a petition by 
Carrozzeria Zagato for a 1-year exemp¬ 
tion of its Elcar from portions of four 
safety standards on grounds that exemp¬ 
tion would facilitate the development and 
field evaluation of a low-emission 
motor vehicle. The company cited the 
unavailability of suitable electric de¬ 
frosting systems in its request for relief 
from Standard No. 103 (49 CFR 571.103). 
It requested relief from Standard No. 114 
<49 CFR 571.114), as the design of its 
key insertion area will not allow addi¬ 
tional electric circuits capable of ac¬ 
commodating an alarm system. It does 
not believe that the hinge load require¬ 
ments specified by Standard No. 206 (49 


CFR 571.206) are appropriate for light¬ 
weight vehicles, and it plans to use door 
hinges with steel reinforcements em¬ 
bedded in the fiberglass body structure. 
Seat belt assemblies required by Stand¬ 
ard No. 208 (49 CFR 571.208) will have 
to be redesigned to incorporate warning 
systems, but passenger restraint systems 
are provided. 

No comments were received in response 
to the notice. The NHTSA has deter¬ 
mined that, by allowing production and 
sale of an electric vehicle, the exemption 
would facilitate the development and 
field evaluation of a low-emission ve¬ 
hicle. The impact of the exemption on 
motor vehicle safety should be minimal 
due to the limited nature of the exemp¬ 
tion in scope and duration, and the low 
production of the Elcar. The exemption 
will also allow the public the choice of 
transportation independent of available 
supplies of gasoline. For these reasons 
the NHTSA has also determined that the 
exemption is consistent with the public 
interest and the objectives of the Na¬ 
tional Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety 
Act. 

In consideration of the foregoing. 
Carrozzeria Zagato is granted NHTSA 
Exemption No. 74-2, exempting its Elcar 
model manufactured for 1 year from the 
date of publication of this notice from 
Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standards 
Nos. 103, 114, 206, and 208 (49 CFR 571.- 
103, 571.114, 571.206, 571.208), 

(Sec. 3, Pub. L. 92-548, 86 Stat. 1159 (15 
U.8.C. 1410); delegation of authority at 49 
CFR 1.51) 

Issued on September 6,1974. 

James B. Gregory, 
Administrator . 

[FR Doc.74-20996 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am) 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS 

Notice of Meeting 

September 5, 1974. 

In accordance with the purposes of 
sections 29 and 182 b. of the Atomic En¬ 
ergy Act (42 U.S.C. 2039, 2232 b.), the 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards’ Subcommittee on Perry Nuclear 
Power Plant, Units 1 & 2 will hold a meet¬ 
ing on October 1, 1974 in Room 1146. 
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
The purpose of tills meeting will be to 
develop information for consideration by 
the ACRS in its review of the application 
of the Cleveland Electric Illuminating 
Company for a permit to construct this 
nuclear power plant. The facility will be 
located on Lake Erie in Lake County, 
Ohio. The plantsite is approximately 
35 miles northeast of Cleveland and 21 
miles southwest of Ashtabula, Ohio. 

The following constitutes that portion 
of the Subcommittee’s agenda for the 
above meeting which will be open to the 
public: 

Tuesday , October 1, 1974—9 a.m. until the 
conchision of business. The Subcommittee 
will hear presentations by representatives 


of the Regulatory Staff and Cleveland Elec¬ 
tric Hluminating Company and will hold dis¬ 
cussions with these groups pertinent to its 
review of the application of Cleveland Elec¬ 
tric niumlnating Company for a permit to 
construct the Perry Nuclear Power Plant 
Units 1 & 2. 

In connection with the above agenda 
item, the Subcommittee will hold Ex¬ 
ecutive Sessions, not open to the public, 
at 8:30 a.m. and at the end of the day to 
consider matters relating to the above 
application. These sessions will involve 
an exchange of opinions and discus¬ 
sion of preliminary views and recom¬ 
mendations of Subcommittee Members 
and internal deliberations for the pur¬ 
pose of formulating recommendations to 
the ACRS. 

In addition to the Executive Sessions, 
the Subcommittee may hold closed ses¬ 
sions with representatives of the Regu¬ 
latory Staff and Applicant for the pur¬ 
pose of discussing privileged information 
concerning plant physical security and 
other matters related to plant design, 
construction and operation, if necessary. 

I have determined, in accordance with 
subsection 10(d) of Public Law 92-463. 
that the above-noted Executive Sessions 
will consist of an exchange of opinions 
and formulation of recommendations, 
the discussion of which, if written, would 
fall within exemption (5) of 5 U.S.C. 552 
(b) and that a closed session may be held, 
if necessary, to discuss certain docu¬ 
ments and information which are privi¬ 
leged and fall within exemption (4) of 
5 U.S.C. 552(b). Further, any non-ex¬ 
empt material that will be discussed dur¬ 
ing the above closed sessions will be in¬ 
extricably intertwined with exempt ma¬ 
terial, and no further separation of this 
material is considered practical. It is es¬ 
sential to close such portions of the meet¬ 
ing to protect the free interchange of in¬ 
ternal views, to avoid undue interference 
with agency or Subcommittee operation, 
and to avoid public disclosure of pro¬ 
prietary information. 

Practical considerations may dictate 
alterations in the above agenda or sched¬ 
ule. 

The Chairman of the Subcommittee is 
empowered to conduct the meeting in a 
manner that in his judgment will facili¬ 
tate the orderly conduct of business, in¬ 
cluding provisions to carry over an in- 
completed open session from one day to 
the next. 

With respect to public participation 
in the open portion of the meeting, the 
following requirements shall apply: 

(a) Persons wishing to submit written 
statements regarding the agenda item 
may do so by mailing 25 copies thereof, 
postmarked no later than September 24. 
1974, to the Executive Secretary, Advi¬ 
sory Committee on Reactor Safeguards. 
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20545. Such comments shall 
be based upon the Preliminary Safety 
Analysis Report for this facility and re¬ 
lated documents on file and available for 
public inspection at the Atomic Energy 
Commission’s Public Document Room. 
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20545 and at the Perry Public Library. 
3753 Main Street, Perry, Ohio 44081. 
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(b) Those persons submitting a writ¬ 
ten statement in accordance with para¬ 
graph (a) above may request an 
opportunity to make an oral statement 
concerning the written statement. Such 
requests shall accompany the written 
statement and shall set forth reasons 
justifying the need for such oral^ state¬ 
ment and its usefulness to the Subcom¬ 
mittee. To the extent that the time 
available for the meeting permits, the 
Subcommittee will receive oral state¬ 
ments during a period of not more than 
30 minutes at an appropriate time, chosen 
by the Chairman of the Subcommittee, 
between the hours of 1:30 p.m. and 3:30 
p.m. on October 1.1974. 

(c) Requests for the opportunity to 
make oral statements shall be ruled on 
by the Chairman of the Subcommittee, 
who is empowered to apportion the time 
available among those selected by him to 
make oral statements. 

(d) Information as to whether the 
meeting has been cancelled or resched¬ 
uled and in regard to the Chairman’s 
ruling on requests for the opportunity to 
present oral statements, and the time 
allotted, can be obtained by a prepaid 
telephone call on September 30, 1974, to 
the Office of the Executive Secretary of 
the Committee (telephone: 301-973- 
5640) between 8:30 a.m. and 5:15 p.m., 
eastern daylight time. 

(e) Questions may be propounded only 
by members of the Subcommittee and its 
consultants. 

(f) Seating for the public will be avail¬ 
able on a first-come, first-served basis. 

(g) The use of still, motion picture, 
and television cameras, the physical in¬ 
stallation and presence of which will not 
interfere with the conduct of the meet¬ 
ing, will be permitted both before and 
after the meeting and during any recess. 
The use of such equipment will not, how¬ 
ever, be allowed while the meeting is in 
session. 

(h) Persons desiring to attend por¬ 
tions of the meeting where proprietary 
information is to be discussed may do so 
by providing to the Executive Secretary, 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards, 1717 H Street NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20545, 7 days prior to the meet¬ 
ing, a copy of an executed agreement 
with the owner of the proprietary infor¬ 
mation to safeguard tills material. 

(i) A copy of the transcript of the 
open portion of the meeting will be avail¬ 
able for inspection on or after October 2, 
1974 at the Atomic Energy Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20545, and within 
approximately nine days at the Perry 
Public Library, 3753 Main Street, Perry. 
Ohio 44081. Copies of the transcript may 
be reproduced in the Public Document 
Room or may be obtained from Ace Fed¬ 
eral Reporters, Inc., 415 Second Street 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20002 (telephone 
202-547-6222) upon payment of appro¬ 
priate charges. 

<j) On request, copies of the Minutes 
of the meeting will be made available for 
inspection at the Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission’s Public Document Room, 1717 
H Street NW.. Washington, D.C. 20545 


after January 1, 1975. Copies may be ob¬ 
tained upon payment of appropriate 
charges. 

John C. Ryan, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer . 
[FR Doc.74-20918 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am| 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS 

Notice of Meeting 

September 5, 1974. 

In accordance with the purposes of 
sections 29 and 182 b. of the Atomic En¬ 
ergy Act (42 U.S.C. 2039, 2232 b.), the 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards’ Subcommittee on St. Lucie Nu¬ 
clear Generating Station, Unit 1, will 
hold a meeting on October 8, 1974, in 
Room 1046 at 1717 H Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. The purpose of this meeting 
will be to develop information for con¬ 
sideration by the ACRS in its review of 
the application for an operating license 
for St. Lucie Nuclear Generating Station. 
Unit 1, located in St. Lucie County, Flor¬ 
ida, about halfway between Fort Pierce 
and Stuart on the East Coast. 

The following constitutes that portion 
of the Subcommittee’s agenda for the 
above meeting which will be open to the 
public: 

Tuesday , October 8, 1974, 9:30 a.m. until 
the conclusion of business. The Subcom¬ 
mittee will hear presentations by representa¬ 
tives of the Regulatory Staff and the Florida 
Power and Light Company and will hold 
discussions with these groups pertinent to 
Its review of matters related to the Operating 
License of St. Lucie Nuclear Generating Sta¬ 
tion, Unit 1. 

In connection with the above agenda 
item, the Subcommittee will hold Execu¬ 
tive Sessions, not open to the public, at 
approximately 8:30 a.m. on October 8. 
and at the end of the day to consider 
matters related to the above review. 
These sessions will involve an exchange 
of opinions and discussion of preliminary 
views and recommendations of Subcom¬ 
mittee Members and internal delibera¬ 
tions for the purpose of formulating 
recommendations to the ACRS. 

In addition to the Executive Sessions, 
the Subcommittee may hold one or more 
closed sessions with representatives of 
the Regulatory Staff and Florida Power 
and Light Company for the purpose of 
discussing privileged information relat¬ 
ing to the matters under review, if nec¬ 
essary. 

I have determined, in accordance with 
subsection 10(d) of Public Law 92-463, 
that the above-noted Executive Sessions 
will consist of an exchange of opinions 
and formulation of recommendations, the 
discussion of which, if written, would fall 
within exemption (5) of 5 U.S.C. 552(b) 
and that closed sessions may be held, if 
necessary, to discuss certain documents 
and information which are privileged 
and fall within exemption (4) of 5 U.S.C. 
552(b). Further, any non-exempt mate¬ 
rial that will be discussed during the 
above closed sessions will be inextricably 
intertwined with exempt material, and 


no further separation of this material is 
considered practical. It is essential to 
close such portions of the meeting to 
protect the free interchange of internal 
views, to avoid undue interference with 
agency or Subcommittee operation, and 
to avoid public disclosure of proprietary 
information. 

Practical considerations may dictate 
alterations in the above agenda or 
schedule. 

The Chairman of the Subcommittee 
is empowered to conduct the meeting in 
a manner that in his judgment will fa¬ 
cilitate the orderly conduct of business. 

With respect to public participation in 
the open portion of the meeting, the fol¬ 
lowing requirements shall apply: 

(a) Persons wishing to submit writ¬ 
ten statements regarding the agenda item 
may do so by mailing 25 copies thereof, 
postmarked no later than October 1.1974, 
to the Executive Secretary, Advisory 
Committee on Reactor Safeguards, U.S. 
Atomic Energy Commission, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20545. Such comments shall be 
based upon documents on file and avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the Atomic 
Energy Commission’s Public Document 
Room, 1717 H Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20545 and at the Indian River Junior 
College Library, 3209 Virginia Avenue, 
Ft. Pierce, Florida 33450. 

(b) Those persons submitting a writ¬ 
ten statement in accordance with para¬ 
graph (a) above may request an oppor¬ 
tunity to make an oral statement 
concerning the written statement. Such 
requests shall accompany the written 
statement and shall set forth reasons 
justifying the need for such oral state¬ 
ment and its usefulness to the Subcom¬ 
mittee. To the extent that the time avail¬ 
able for the meeting permits, the 
Subcommittee will receive oral state¬ 
ments during a period of no more than 
30 minutes at an appropriate time, 
chosen by the Chairman of the Subcom¬ 
mittee, between the hours of 1:30 p.m. 
and 3 :30 p.m. on October 8. 

(c) Requests for the opportunity to 
make oral statements shall be ruled on 
by the Chairman of the Subcommittee 
who is empowered to apportion the time 
available among those selected by him 
to make oral statements. 

(d) Information as to whether the 
meeting has been cancelled or resched¬ 
uled and in regard to the Chairman’s 
ruling on requests for the opportunity to 
present oral statements, and the time al¬ 
lotted. can be obtained by a prepaid tele¬ 
phone call on October 7, 1974, to the Of¬ 
fice of the Executive Secretary of the 
Committee (telephone 301-973-5651) be¬ 
tween 8:30 a.m. and 5:15 p.m., Eastern 
Daylight Time. 

(e) Questions may be propounded only 
by members of the Subcommittee and its 
consultants. 

(f) Seating for the public will be avail¬ 
able on a first-come-first-served basis. 

(g) The use of still, motion picture, 
and television cameras, the physical in¬ 
stallation and presence of which will not 
interfere with the conduct of the meet¬ 
ing, will be permitted both before and 
after the meeting and during any recess. 
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The use of such equipment will not, how¬ 
ever, be allowed while the meeting is in 
session. 

(h) Persons desiring to attend por¬ 
tions of the meeting where proprietary 
information is to be discussed may do so 
by providing to the Executive Secretary, 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards, 1717 H Street NW.. Washington, 
D.C. 20545, 7 days prior to the meeting, a 
copy of an executed agreement with the 
owner of the proprietary information to 
safeguard this material. 

(i) A copy of the transcript of the open 
portion of the meeting will be available 
for inspection on or after October 10, 
1974 at the Atomic Energy Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20545 and within 
approximately nine days at the Indian 
River Junior College Library, 3209 Vir¬ 
ginia Avenue. Ft. Pierce, Florida 33450. 
Copies of the transcript may be repro¬ 
duced in the Public Document Room or 
may be obtained from Ace Federal Re¬ 
porters, Inc., 415 Second Street, NE., 
Washington, D.C. 20002 (telephone 202- 
547-6222) upon payment of appropriate 
charges. 

(j) On request, copies of the Minutes 
of the meeting will be made available for 
inspection at the Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission’s Public Document Room, 1717 
H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20545 
after January 8, 1975. Copies may be ob¬ 
tained upon payment of appropriate 
charges, 

John C. Ryan, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

(FR Doc.74-20919 PUed 9-10-74;8:45 ami 


ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS 

Notice of Meeting 

September 5, 1974. 

In accordance with the purposes of 
sections 29 and 182 b. of the Atomic 
Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 2039, 2232 b.), the 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards’ Subcommittee on St. Lucie Nu¬ 
clear Generating Station, Unit 2. will 
hold a meeting on October 9, 1974, in 
Room 1046 at 1717 H Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. The purpose of this meeting 
will be to develop information for con¬ 
sideration by the ACRS in its review of 
the application for a permit to construct 
the St. Lucie Nuclear Generating Sta¬ 
tion, Unit 2, to be located In St. Lucie 
County, Florida, about halfway between 
Fort Pierce and Stuart on the East Coast. 

The following constitutes that portion 
of the Subcommittee’s agenda for the 
above meeting which will be open to the 
public: 

Wednesday, October 9,1974, 9:30 a.m. until 
the conclusion of business. The Subcommit¬ 
tee will hear presentations by representatives 
of the Regulatory Staff and the Florida Power 
and Light Company and will hold discussions 
with these groups pertinent to Its review of 
matters related to the construction ot the 


St. Lucie Nuclear Generating Station, Unit 

2 . 

In connection with the above agenda 
item, the Subcommittee will hold Execu¬ 
tive Sessions, not open to the public, at 
approximately 8:30 a.m. on October 9, 
and at the end of the day to consider 
matters related to the above review. 
These sessions will involve an exchange 
of opinions and discussion of preliminary 
views and recommendations of Sub¬ 
committee Members and internal delib¬ 
erations for the purpose of formulating 
recommendations to the ACRS. 

In addition to the Executive Sessions, 
the Subcommittee may hold one or more 
closed sessions with representatives of 
the Regulatory Staff and Florida Power 
and Light Company for the purpose of 
discussing privileged information relat¬ 
ing to the matters under review, if neces¬ 
sary. 

I have determined, in accordance with 
Subsection 10(d) of Public Law 92-463, 
that the above-noted Executive Sessions 
will consist of an exchange of opinions 
and formulation of recommendations, 
the discussion of which, if written, would 
fall within exemption (5) of 5 U.S.C. 
552(b) and that closed sessions may be 
held, if necessary, to discuss certain doc¬ 
uments and information which are priv¬ 
ileged and fall within exemption (4) of 5 
U.S.C. 552(b). Further, any non-exempt 
material that will be discussed during the 
above closed sessions will be inextricably 
intertwined with exempt material, and 
no further separation of this material is 
considered practical. It is essential to 
close such portions of the meeting to pro¬ 
tect the free interchange of internal 
views, to avoid undue interference with 
agency or Subcommittee operation, and 
to avoid public disclosure of proprietary 
information. 

Practical considerations may dictate 
alterations in the above agenda or sched¬ 
ule. 

The Chairman of the Subcommittee is 
empowered to conduct the meeting in a 
manner that in his judgment will facili¬ 
tate the orderly conduct of business. 

With respect to public participation in 
the open portion of the meeting, the 
following requirements shall apply: 

(a) Persons wishing to submit writ¬ 
ten statements regarding the agenda 
item may do so by mailing 25 copies 
thereof, postmarked no later than Octo¬ 
ber 1, 1974 to the Executive Secretary, 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards, UJS. Atomic Energy Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20545. Such comments 
shall be based upon documents on file 
and available for public inspection at the 
Atomic Energy Commission’s Public Doc¬ 
ument Room, 1717 H Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20545 and at the Indian 
River Junior College Library, 3209 Vir¬ 
ginia Avenue, Ft. Pierce, Florida 33450. 

(b) Those persons submitting a writ¬ 
ten statement in accordance with para¬ 
graph (a) above may request an oppor¬ 
tunity to make an oral statement 
concerning the written statement. Such 


requests shall accompany the written 
statement and shall set forth reasons 
justifying the need for such oral state¬ 
ment and its usefulness to the Subcom¬ 
mittee. To the extent that the time 
available for the meeting permits, the 
Subcommittee will receive oral state¬ 
ments during a period of no more than 
30 minutes at an appropriate time, 
chosen by the Chairman of the Subcom¬ 
mittee, between the hours of 1:30 p.m. 
and 3:30 p.m. on October 9. 

(c) Requests for the opportunity to 
make oral statements shall be ruled on by 
the Chairman of the Subcommittee who 
is empowered to apportion the time 
available among those selected by him to 
make oral statements. 

(d) Information as to w r hether the 
meeting has been cancelled or resched¬ 
uled and in regard to the Chairman’s 
ruling on requests for the opportunity to 
present oral statements, and the time al¬ 
lotted, can be obtained by a prepaid tele¬ 
phone call on October 8, 1974, to the Of¬ 
fice of the Executive Secretary of the 
Committee (telephone 301-973-5651) be¬ 
tween 8:30 a.m. and 5:15 p.m.. Eastern 
Daylight Time. 

(e) Questions may be propounded only 
by members of the Subcommittee and 
its consultants. 

(f) Seating for the public will be 
available on a first-come- first-served 
basis. 

(g) The use of still, motion picture, 
and television cameras, the physical in¬ 
stallation and presence of which will not 
interfere with the conduct of the meet¬ 
ing, will be permitted both before and 
after the meeting and during any recess. 
The use of such equipment will not, how¬ 
ever, be allowed while the meeting is in 
session. 

(h) Persons desiring to attend portions 
of the meeting where proprietary infor¬ 
mation is to be discussed may do so by 
providing to the Executive Secretary. 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards, 1717 H Street NW., Washington. 
D.C. 20545, 7 days prior to the meeting, 
a copy of an executed agreement with the 
owner of the proprietary information to 
safeguard this material. 

(i) A copy of the transcript of the open 
portion of the meeting will be available 
for inspection on or after October 10. 
1974 at the Atomic Energy Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street 
NW.. Washington, D.C. 20545, and within 
approximately nine days at the Indian 
River Junior College Library, 3209 Vir¬ 
ginia Avenue, Ft. Pierce, Florida 33450. 
Copies of the transcript may be repro¬ 
duced in the Public Document Room or 
may be obtained from Ace Federal Re¬ 
porters, Inc., 415 Second Street NE.. 
Washington. D.C. 20002 (telephone 202- 
547-6222) upon payment of appropriate 
charges. 

(j) On request, copies of the Minutes 
of the meeting will be made available for 
inspection at the Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission’s Public Document Room, 1717 
H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20545 
after January 9, 1975. Copies may be ob- 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 177—WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 11, 1974 






NOTICES 


32777 


taiiied upon payment of appropriate 
charges. 

John C. Ryan, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 
[FR, Doc.74-20920 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 amj 


[ Docket No. 50255 J 

CONSUMERS POWER CO. 

Amendment to Provisional Operating 
License 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 
Atomic Energy Commission (the Com¬ 
mission) has issued Amendment No. 9 
to Provisional Operating License No. 
DPRr-20 issued to Consumers Power 
Company which revised Technical Spec¬ 
ifications for operation of the Palisades 
Plant, located in Covert Township, Van 
Buren County, Michigan. The amend¬ 
ment is effective as of its date of issu¬ 
ance. 

The amendment permits a change in 
the Technical Specifications which re¬ 
quires that a surveillance program be 
initiated to monitor the reactor internals 
vibration and to provide a limitation on 
the maximum motion amplitude per¬ 
mitted for continued operation. 

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and require¬ 
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended (the Act) and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules and regulations. The 
Commission has made appropriate find¬ 
ings as required by the Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules and regulations in 10 CFR 
Chapter I, which are set forth in the 
license amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for 
amendment dated July 30, 1974, (2) 
Amendment No. 9 to License No. DPR- 
20, with any attachments, and (3) the 
Commission’s related Safety Evaluation. 
All of these items are available for public 
inspection at the Commission's Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street, NW. # 
Washington, D.C. and at the Kalamazoo 
Public Library, 315 South Rose Street, 
Kalamazoo, Michigan 49006. 

A copy of items (2) and (3) may be 
obtained upon request addressed to the 
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20545, Attention: Deputy 
Director for Reactor Projects, Director¬ 
ate of Licensing—Regulation. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 
30th day of August, 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Robert A. Purple, 

Chief, Operating Reactors Branch 
No. 1, Directorate of Licensing. 

IFR Doc.74-20921 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 ami 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

| Docket No. 26871] 

GLCBUS TOURIST OFFICE, MANTEGAZZA 
& ALBEK, LTD.—FOREIGN INDIRECT 
AIR CARRIER PERMIT (SWISS) 

Notice of Hearing 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act 


of 1958, as amended, that a public hear¬ 
ing in the above-entitled proceeding is 
assigned to be held on September 27, 
1974, at 10 a.m. (local time) in Room 503, 
Universal Building, 1825 Connecticut 
Avenue NW, Washington, D.C., before 
the undersigned. 

For information concerning the issues 
involved and other details of this pro¬ 
ceeding, interested persons are referred 
to the various documents which are in 
the docket of this case on file in the 
Docket Section of the Civil Aeronautics 
Board. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., Septem¬ 
ber 6. 1974. 

f seal 1 Greer M. Murphy, 

Administrative Law Judge. 

|FR Doc.74-20999 Filed 9-10-74;8:46 ami 


l Docket No. 26494; Order 74-9-21J 

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order Regarding North and Mid Atlantic 
Passenger Fares 

Issued under delegated authority; Sep¬ 
tember 5,1974. 

An agreement has been filed with the 
Board, pursuant to section 412(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 and Part 
261 of the Board’s Economic Regulations, 
between various air carriers, foreign air 
carriers, and other carriers, embodied in 
the resolutions of the Traffic Conferences 
of the International Air Transport As¬ 
sociation (IATA). The agreement, which 
would establish the North and Mid At¬ 
lantic fare structure from November 1, 
1974 through March 31, 1976, was 

adopted at the Montreux North and Mid 
Atlantic Traffic Conference in August 
1974. 

Generally speaking the agreement 
would increase all current fares by 
amounts ranging from 3.6 percent for the 
shoulder season normal economy fare 
to over 19 percent for the winter affinity 
group fare. The 14/21 day and 22/45 day 
excursion fares would be increased on 
the order of 7.5 percent and 18.0 percent, 
respectively. 1 * 3 The agreement also pro¬ 
poses a new, advance purchase excursion 
(APEX) fare at level somewhat above 
the present 22/45-day excursion fare. 
Reservations and full payment (subject 
to a 25 percent charge for cancellations 
prior to departure) would be required 
two calendar months before departure; 
a minimum/maximum stay of 22/45 days 
would apply; no stopovers would be per¬ 
mitted; and sales would be limited to 20 
percent of each carrier’s weekly economy 
class capacity between any two points. 9 

The agreement includes, as a recom¬ 
mended practice, rather than a binding 
agreement, the minimum charter rate 
structure tentatively agreed to at the Ft. 


1 Present and proposed fares for New York- 
London travel are detailed In the appendix, 
which Is filed as part of the original docu¬ 

ment. 

3 Sales would additionally be limited to 50 

percent of the economy class capacity of the 

aircraft, or 80 seats, whichever is greater. 


Lauderdale meeting of North Atlantic 
passenger charter operators this June, 
and expected to be finalized at a meet¬ 
ing scheduled for September 7/9, 1974/ 
For U.S.-originating charters, the mini- 
mums (net price to carrier) range from 
2.8 cents to 4.1 cents per seat-mile de¬ 
pending on the season and particular 
aircraft configuration (see appendix). 
The public selling price would be based 
on a 5.26 percent markup in the case of 
affinity/own use/incentive type charters, 
and a 25 percent markup in the case of 
ABC/TGC charters operated with air¬ 
craft having less than 230 seats. 

Certain amendments in conditions ap¬ 
plicable to various fares are also pro¬ 
posed. The minimum group size for the 
all-year 14/21-day group inclusive tour 
(GIT) fare would be reduced from 15 to 
10 persons, and the minimum tour price 
increased from $100 to $120 for the first 
14 days, and from $7 to $10 per day 
thereafter. 4 * Youth fares from Canada to 
Europe would be retained, but a new resi¬ 
dence requirement would exclude holders 
of U.S. passports from use of these fares 
during the peak season (with the excep¬ 
tion of those who present either an offi¬ 
cial Canadian Immigrant Visa or Stu¬ 
dent Visa, or documentary evidence of at 
least three months’ residence in Can¬ 
ada). Finally, the agreement includes a 
new 4/9-day incentive fare to Israel at 
New York/Boston-Tel Aviv levels of $461 
winter, and $517 shoulder, applicable 
for groups of at least 80 passengers. 

With respect to Mid Atlantic fares, the 
agreement proposes a general increase 
of five percent effective November 1. 
Fares between the Western Hemisphere 
and Traffic Conference 3 (Asia/Aus¬ 
tralia/Pacific) via Europe, Africa or the 
Middle East are proposed to be increased 
seven percent. 

The purpose of this order is to estab¬ 
lish procedural dates for the receipt of 
justification, comments and replies in 
support of, or in opposition to, the agree¬ 
ment. All U.S. earner members of IATA 
operating passenger services over the 
North and Mid Atlantic are directed to 
submit complete and detailed justifica¬ 
tion in support of the agreement. The 
data presented in their justifications 
should include but not be limited to fi¬ 
nancial forecasts, including traffic and 
capacity projections, for the year ending 
December 31, 1975. with and without the 
proposed increases, and the revenue gain 
anticipated from implementing the in¬ 
stant agreement. The same data for the 
most recent available 12-month period 
should also be included. 

Accordingly, it is ordered, that: 

1. All United States air carrier mem¬ 
bers of the International Air Transport 
Association operating passenger services 


“The agreement on fares for scheduled 
service here before us includes an escape 
clause providing for a special IATA meeting 
to determine whether this package should 
become effective in the event such a charter 
rate agreement is not reached. 

* In the case of the 7/8-day Winter GIT, 
the maximum stay period would be extended 
to 10 days for traffic originating at UJ3. west 
coast points. 
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over the North and Mid Atlantic shall 
file within fourteen calendar days after 
the date of service of this order, full 
documentation and economic justifica¬ 
tion (as described above) in support of 
the subject agreement; 

2. Comments and/or objections from 
interested persons shall be submitted 
within fourteen calendar days after the 
date of service of this order; 

3. Replies to justifications and com¬ 
ments submitted in response to ordering 
paragraphs 1 and 2 above, respectively, 
shall be submitted within twenty-four 
calendar days after the date of service 
of this order; and 

4. Tariffs implementing the subject 
agreement shall not be filed in advance 
of Board action on the.subject agree¬ 
ment. 

This order will be published in the 

Federal Register. 

[seal! Edwin Z. Holland, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc.74-20998 Filed 9-10-74,8:45 ami 


CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

INVESTIGATIONS OF AEROSOL SPRAY 
PRODUCTS 

Notice of Meeting 

The Consumer Product Safety Com¬ 
mission gives notice that Lucius Johnson 
and Alan Ehrlich of the Office of Stand¬ 
ards Coordination and Appraisal will 
meet with Roger Quan of Standun. Inc., 
Los Angeles, to discuss the status of the 
Commission’s investigations on aerosol 
spray products. The meeting will be held 
Friday, September 13, 1974, at 9:30 a.m. 
in room 810, Westwood Towers Building, 
5401 Westbard Avenue, Bethesda, Mary¬ 
land. The Commission held public hear¬ 
ings in February on alleged hazards of 
aerosol spray products in response to a 
petition from the Center for Science in 
the Public Interest. 

For further information on the meet¬ 
ing, contact Harvey Tzuker, Office of 
Standards Coordination, (301) 496-7197. 

Dated: September 5,1974. 

Sadye E. Dunn, 
Secretary, Consumer Product 
Safety Commission. 

IFR Doc.74-20923 Filed 9-10-74,8:45 ami 


BICYCLE REFLECTORS 
Notice of Meeting 

The Consumer Product Safety Com¬ 
mission gives notice that Kenneth W. 
Edinger of the Bureau of Engineering 
Sciences will meet with James E. Hadley 
of the MICO-FLEX Company, Wichita, 
Kansas, to discuss the company's re¬ 
flective products as they pertain to use 
on bicycles. The Commission promul¬ 
gated bicycle safety standards July 16, 
1974 (39 FR 26100) to become effective 
January 1,1975. The meeting will be held 
on September 19,1974, at 10 a.m. in room 
450, Westwood Towers Building, 5401 
Westbard Avenue, Bethesda, Maryland. 


For further information, or to arrange 
for attendance at this meeting, inter¬ 
ested parties may contact Mr. Edinger, 
Bureau of Engineering Sciences, tele¬ 
phone (301) 496-7571. 

Dated: September 5, 1974. 

Sadye E. Dunn, 
Secretary , Consumer Product 
Safety Commission. 

(FR Doc.74-20922 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am) 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

(FRL 261-5; OPP-32000/109] 

RECEIPT OF APPLICATIONS FOR 
PESTICIDE REGISTRATION 

Data To Be Considered in Support of 
Applications 

On November 19, 1973, the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency (EPA) pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (38 FR 
31862) its interim policy with respect to 
the administration of section 3(c) (1) (D) 
of the Federal Inse cticid e, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as amended. 
This policy provides that EPA will, upon 
receipt of every application for registra¬ 
tion, publish in the Federal Register a 
notice containing the information shown 
below. The labeling furnished by the ap¬ 
plicant will be available for examination 
at the Environmental Protection Agency, 
Room EB-37, East Tower. 401 M Street, 

S.W., Washington, D.C. 20460. 

On or before November 11, 1974, any 
person who (a) is or has been an appli¬ 
cant, (b) believes that data he developed 
and submitted to EPA on or after Octo¬ 
ber 21, 1972, is being used to support an 
application described in this notice, (c) 
desires to assert a claim for compensa¬ 
tion under section 3(c)(1)(D) for such 
use of his data, and (d) wishes to pre¬ 
serve his right to have the Administra¬ 
tor determine the amount of reasonable 
compensation to which he is entitled for 
such use of the data, must notify the Ad¬ 
ministrator and the applicant named in 
the notice in the Federal Register of his 
claim by certified mail. Notification to 
the Administrator should be addressed 
to the Information Coordination Section, 
Technical Services Division (WH-569), 
Office of Pesticide Programs, 401 M 
Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20460. 
Every such claimant must include, at a 
minimum, the information listed in the 
interim policy of November 19, 1973. 

Applications submitted under 2(a) or 
2(b) of the interim policy will be proc¬ 
essed to completion in accordance with 
existing procedures. Applications sub¬ 
mitted under 2(c) of the interim policy 
cannot be made final until the 60 day 
period has expired. If no claims are re¬ 
ceived within the 60 day period, the 
2(c) application will be processed ac¬ 
cording to normal procedure. However, if 
claims are received within the 60 day 
period, the applicants against whom the 
claims are asserted w T ill be advised of the 
alternatives available under the Act. No 
claims will be accepted for possible EPA 
adjudication which are received after 
November 11,1974. 


Applications Received 

EPA File Symbol 2292-TN. A-M-R Products 
Co.. Englewood Cliffs NJ 07632. KEM SUL¬ 
PHUR CANDLE FUMIGATOR FOR COCK- 
RO ACHES-BED BUGS-CLOTHES MOTHS. 
Active Ingredients: 100% Refined Sulphur. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 12014-0. A & V Incorpo¬ 
rated, PO Box 211. Butler WI 53007. AU- 
TROL-Q. Active ingredients: Polyfoxyeth- 
ylene (dimethyllm.ino)ethylene(diinethyIi- 
mlnio)ethylene dichloride] 60.0%. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 12014-1. A & V Incorpo¬ 
rated. POOL PAT. QAC. Acttve Ingre¬ 
dients: Poly]oxyethylene(dlmenthlyllmi- 
nlo) ethylene (dimethyl lmlnlo) ethylene 
dichloride] 40.0%. Method of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(b) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 12014-T. A & V Incor¬ 
porated. POOL PAL QAC CONCENTRATE. 
Active Ingredients: Poly|oxyethyiene(dl- 
mcthyllminlo) ethylene (dlmethylimlno) 
ethylene dichloride] 60.0%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(b) 
of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 1730-OG. American Cyana- 
mid Co., Consumer Products Div., 859 Ber¬ 
dan Avc.. Wayne NJ 07470. PINE-SOL B. 
Active Ingredients: Pine oil 30.0%; Iso- 
propanol 10.9%; Soap 9.5%; 4-Chloro-2- 
Cyclopenthylphenol & related compounds 
0.1%. Method of Support: AppUcation pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(a) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 1730-GU. American Cyana- 
mid Co.. Consumer Products Div., 859 Ber¬ 
dan Ave., Wayne NJ 07470. PINE-SOL C. 
Active Ingredients: Pine Oil 35.2%; Soap 
9.5%; Isopropanol 8.0%; 4-Cbloro-2-Cyclo- 
pentytphenol & related compounds 0.1%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(a) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 12466-U. Aqua Laborato¬ 
ries, Inc., 36 High St., Amesbury MA 01913. 
AQUACIDE-350-B. Active Ingredients: 
Dtsodlum cyanodlthlolmldocarbonate 
4.23%; Ethylenedlamine 1.60%; Potassium 
N-methyldithiocarbamate 5.83%. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 482-G. Ban Odor Chemical 
Co., 212 Blackman Ave.. No. Duluth MN 
55811. CRYSTALEN CLEANER DEODOR¬ 
ANT DISINFECTANT FUNGICIDE. Active 
Ingredients: n-Alkyl (60% C14, 30% CIO. 
5% C12, 5% C18) dimethyl benzyl am¬ 
monium chlorides 1.6%; n-Alkyl (68% C12. 
82% Cl 4) dimethyl ethylbenzyl ammo¬ 
nium chlorides 1.6%: Sodium Carbonate 
3.0%; Tetrasodium ethylenedlamine tetra¬ 
acetate 1.0%. Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proceeds under 2(b) of Interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 10332-A. Barclay Chemical 
Co., 150 Coolidge Avfi., Watertown MA 
02172. ALGAECIDE E. Active Ingredients: 
Didecyl dimethyl ammonium chloride 
60%; Isopropyl alcohol 20%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 34276-E. Century Industries 
Corp., RD No. 1. New Waterford OH 44445. 
CENTURY CREOSOTE WOOD PRESERV¬ 
ER. Active Ingredients: Creosote oil 25% 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 3125-164. Chemagro Corp , PO 
Box 4913, Kansas City MO 64120. DASANIT 
10% GRANULAR INSECTIDE-NEMATO- 
CIDE. Active Ingredients: O.O-Dlethyl O- 
Ip-(methylsulflnyl) phenyl] phosphoro- 
thioate 10%. Mthod of Support. Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(c) of Interim policy. 
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EPA pile Symbol 7616-GL. Chem Lab Prod¬ 
ucts. Inc*. 2850 E. Coronado, Anaheim CA 
92806. KEM TF.K 25% LIQUID SWIMMING 
POOL ALGAECIDE. Active Ingredients: 
Poly oxethylene (dimethyliminio) ethyl¬ 
ene (dime thy Uminio) ethylene dichlorido 
25.0%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 1927-42. Terminix/Divlslon of 
Cook Industries, Inc., Cl. PO Box 16902, 
Memphis TN 38117. TERMINIX GP-MAL 
CONCENTRATE. Active Ingredients: Mala- 
thion 55.0%; Xylene 32.2%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 1421-RIA. Dettel Buch 
Chemical Oorp., 4181 Peachtree Rd. NE., 
Atlanta GA 30319. LETHANE-MALATHION 
FOGGING SPRAY. Active Ingredients: 
Malathion 15.0%; Beta-butoxy beta ’thio- 
evano diethyl ether 5.0%: Petroleum Dis¬ 
tillates 62.5%; Xylene 17.5%, Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. 

EPA Pile Symbol 19-A. The Emulso Corp., 
301 Ellicott St.. Buffalo NY 14203. “EMCO** 
INSECTICIDE. Active Ingredients: Pyre- 
thrlns 0.15%; Piperonyl Butoxide, Techni¬ 
cal 1.50%; Petroleum Distillate 98.35%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA Pile Symbol 19-T. The Emulso Corp., 
301 Ellicott St., Buffalo NY 14203. "EMCO” 
INSECTICIDE PRESSURIZED. Active In¬ 
gredients: Pyrethrins 0.3%; Piperonyl 
Butoxide. Technical 3.0%: Petroleum Dis¬ 
tillate 36.7%. Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 168-310. Entrada Industries. 
Inc., Wasatch Chemical Div., PO Box 6219. 
Salt Lake City UT 84106. MORGRO LIQUID 
WEED & GRASS KILLER KILLS ALL 
VEGETATION. Active Ingredients: 2- 
methoxy-4.0-bis (isopropylamino) -s-trla- 
zine 2.00%; Fentachiorophenol 1.00%; 
Other Chlorinated Phenols 0.15%. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA Pile Symbol 24310-R. Hercules Products 
Corp., PO Box N, Dunedin FL 33528. 
STAR • MAID EVANESCE MIRACLE MIL¬ 
DEW REMOVER. Active Ingredients: Lith¬ 
ium hypochlorite 4.1%, Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 34688-G. Interstab Chemi¬ 
cals Inc., 500 Jersey Ave.. New Brunswick 
NJ 08903. COPPER NAPHTHENATE 8%. 
Active Ingredients; Copper Naphthenate 
60%. Method of Support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2 (c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 34688-E. Interstab Chemi¬ 
cals Inc. COPPER NAPHTHENATE 6%. Ac¬ 
tive Ingredients: Copper Naphthenate 
60%. Method of Support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA Pile Symbol 34688-R. Interstab Chemi¬ 
cals Inc. TRIBUTYL TIN NEODECANOATE. 
Active Ingredients: ributyltin Neodecauo- 
ate 98%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 802-510. The Chas. H. Lilly Co.. 
109 SE Alder St., Portland OR 97214. LIL¬ 
LY’S GO-WEST PELLETS. Active Ingre¬ 
dients: Sodium Fluosilicate 5.00%; Metai- 
dchyde 3.00%, Method of Support: Appli¬ 
cation proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA Pile Symbol 7001-ENN. Occidental 
Chemical Co.. A Div. of Occidental Petrole¬ 
um Corp., PO Box 198, Lathrop CA 95330. 
CRABGRASS PREVENTER-B & LAWN 
POOD 12-3-6. Active Ingredients: S-(0,0- 
diisopropyl phosphorodithloate) of N-(2- 
mercaptoethyl) benzenesulfonamlde 3.6%. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. 


NOTICES 

EPA Pile Symbol 7001 ENR. Occidental 
Chemical Co., A Div. of Occidental Petrole¬ 
um Corp., PO Box 198, Lathrop CA 95330. 
LAWN & GARDEN DISEASE CONTROL. 
Active Ingredients: Chlorothalonil (tetra- 
chloroisophthalonltrile) 75.0%. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of Interim policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 2169-223. Patterson Chemical 
Co., 1400 Union Ave., Kansas City MO 
64101. PATTERSON’S “GREEN-UP** SYS¬ 
TEMIC BENOMYL FUNGICIDE WET- 
TABLE POWDER. Active ingredients: Ben- 
omyl (Methyl| 1 (butylcarbamoyl) -2-benz- 
imldazolecarbamatel 50%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
interim policy. 

EPA Pile Symbol 70-ENN. Rigo Co., Regis¬ 
tration Dept, 1200 Ft. Wayne Natl Bank 
Bldg., Port Wayne IN 46802. KILL KO 1 
%% SEVIN DUST. Active Ingredients: 
Carbaryl (1-napththyl N-methylcarba- 
mate) 1.75%. Method of Support: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(c) of Interim policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 148-967. Thompson-Hayward 
Chemical Co, PO Box 2383, Kansas City 
MO 66110. LINDANE E-l. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Gamma isomer of benzene hexa- 
chloride (from Lindane) 12.5%; Xylene 
82.5%. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 876-EGO. Velslcol Chemi¬ 
cal Corp.. 341 E. Ohio St, Chicago IL 60611. 
VELSICOL CHLORDANE 40% W.P. Active 
Ingredients: Technical Chlordane 40.0%, 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(b) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 876-EGI. Velsicol Chemical 
Corp, 341 E. Ohio St, Chicago IL 60611. 
VELSICOL CHLORDANE 8 EC. Active In¬ 
gredients: Technical Chlordane 72.0%; 
Petroleum Distillate 21.0%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of 
interim policy. 

EPA Reg. No. 2829-14. Ventron Corp, Chem¬ 
icals Div, Congress St, Beverly MA 01915. 
CUNTLATE 2174r-P CONTROLS MOLD 
AND MILDEW. Active Ingredients: Copper 
8-qulnolinolate 10.0%. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
Interim policy. 

EPA Pile Symbol 2935-UNN. Wilbur-Ellis 
Co, PO Box 1286, Fresno CA 93716. DI- 
BROM 4 DUST. Active Ingredients: Naled 
4%. Method of Support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 

Dated August 31,1974. 

John B. Ritch, Jr, 
Director, Registration Division. 
(PR Doc.74-20689 Piled 9-10-74:8:45 am] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

(Docket No. RP73-112] 

ALGONQUIN GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 
Further Extension of Procedural Dates 

September 5, 1974. 

On August 19, 1974, Staff Counsel filed 
a motion to extend the procedural dates 
fixed originally by order Issued August 1, 
1973. Tlie motion states that Algonquin 
Gas Transmission Company has no 
objection. 

Notice Is hereby given that the pro¬ 
cedural dates are modified as follows: 

Service of Evidence by Staff, September 27, 
1974. 

Service of Evidence by Inter venor, October 
18. 1974. 

Service of Rebuttal Evidence, November 8, 
1974. 


.*52779 

Prehearing Conference, November 14, 1974 
(10 a.m, e.d.t.). 

Hearing, November 20, 1974 (10 a.m, e.d.t.) 

By direction of the Commission. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc.74-20970 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. E-8881I 

CAROLINA POWER & LIGHT CO. 

Extension of Time and Postponement of 
Hearing: Correction 

August 26, 1974. 

In the Notice of Extension of Time and 
Postponement of Hearing issued August 
22, 1974 and published in the Federal 
Register on August 30, 1974, 39 FR 
31708, please change the procedural dates 
in the above notice as follows: 

Staff and Intervener Service Date, August 30, 
1974. 

Company Rebuttal Service Date, September 
10, 1974. 

Hearing. September 16, 1974 (10 am. e.d.t.). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-20956 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am) 


I Docket No. RP74-99J 

CASCADE NATURAL GAS CORP. 
Extension of Time 

September 5, 1974. 

On August 28, 1974, Staff Counsel filed 
a motion to extend the procedural dates 
in the above-designated matter beyond 
those set by the order issued August 1. 
1974. The motion states that Cascade 
Natural Gas Corporation and the In ter - 
venors have consented. 

Upon consideration, the procedural 
dates in the above matter are modified 
as follows: 

Service of Staff’s Testimony. September 25, 
1974. 

Service of Intervenor’s Testimony, October 2, 
1974. 

Service of Company’s Rebuttal, October 21, 
1974. 

Hearing (Unchanged), October 29, 1974 (10 
a.m. e.d.t.). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-20971 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


(Docket No. E-8992J 

CENTRAL ILLINOIS LIGHT CO. 
Termination of Wholesale Electric Service 
September 5, 1974. 

Take notice that Central Illinois Light 
Company (CILCO) on August 26. 1974, 
tendered for filing a notice of cancella¬ 
tion of its FPC Electric Rate Schedule 
No. 9. effective August 1, 1974, applicable 
to wholesale electric service rendered to 
Commonwealth Edison Company, which 
was terminated by mutual agreement. 
CILCO states that on August 1, 1974, it 
began serving the electric consumers in 
the Lincoln. Illinois area at retail, and 
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NOTICES 


that the wholesale electric service was 
no longer required. 

Notice of the cancellation has been 
served upon Commonwealth Edison Com¬ 
pany. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before September 19, 1974. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 


Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before September 10, 1974. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR DOC.74-20959 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 amj 


[Docket No. RP71-106 (1973 Phase)! 

CITIES SERVICE GAS CO. 

Order Approving Settlement 

September 5, 1974. 

On April 24, 1974, the Presiding Ad¬ 
ministrative Law Judge certified to the 
Commission for approval a proposed set¬ 
tlement agreement in the above-entitled 
proceeding. If approved the settlement 
would resolve all the issues in this phase 
of the proceeding relating to a payment 
by Cities Service Gas Company (Cities 
Service) to Western Natural Gas Com¬ 
pany (Western Natural) on December 18, 
1972. The proposed settlement would per¬ 
mit Cities Service to collect from its 
jurisdictional customers the amount of 
$3,175,000. 

This proceeding involves a temporary 
jurisdictional rate increase application 
filed by Cities Service on January 2,1973, 
of 0.590 per Mcf to be effective for ap¬ 
proximately three years. The purpose of 
the January 2,1973, filing was to recover, 


filing are on file with the Commission 
and available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-20964 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-8950) 

CENTRAL TELEPHONE & UTILITIES 
CORP. 

Addendum to Contract 

September 5, 1974. 

Take notice that on August 8, 1974, 
Central Telephone & Utilities Corpora¬ 
tion (Central) tendered for filing an ad¬ 
dendum dated June 12, 1974 to the con¬ 
tract between Central and Jewell- 
Mitchel Cooperative Electric Company, 
Inc., dated October 26, 1973. 

The addendum was executed by duly 
authorized officers of both parties and 
reads: 


with interest, the jurisdictional portion 
of a payment in the amount of $6,843,- 
097.15 1 which Cities made to Western 
Natural on December 18, 1972. The pay¬ 
ment was in final satisfaction of a final 
and nonappealable judgment entered by 
the District Court, Oklahoma County, 
Oklahoma, in Case No. 175.435 (affirmed 
Cities Service Gas Company vs. Western 
Natural Gas Company, 507 Pad 1236 
(1972); appeal dismissed and cert, 
denied, 409 U.S. 1092 (1972)). 

The January 2, 1973, filing stated that 
the proposed increase was filed pursuant 
to section 3 of Article X of the Stipula¬ 
tion and Agreement approved by a Com¬ 
mission order issued March 1, 1972 in 
Docket No. RP71-106. The filing further 
stated that upon recoupment of the 
jurisdictional amount plus simple inter¬ 
est at 7 percent, 0.590 per Mcf would be 
eliminated from its then effective juris¬ 
dictional rates. Cities Service requested 
an effective date of February 23, 1973. 
The January 2, 1973, filing was noticed 
on February 1,1973, with comments, pro¬ 
tests or petitions to intervene due on or 
before February 16, 1973. Protests to the 
filing and petitions to intervene were 
filed jointly by Midwest Industrial and 
Commercial Gas Users Association and 
Armco Steel Corporation, the City Group 
Commission of the State of Kansas. A 
protest and petition for declaratory order 
was filed by the Kansas Municipal Inter- 
venors Group. By order issued Febru¬ 
ary 22, 1973, as modified by order issued 
April 24, 1973, the Commission per¬ 
mitted the temporary rate increase to be¬ 
come effective on March 23, 1973, sub¬ 
ject to refund. Direct evidence was filed 
by Cities Service, answering evidence 
was filed by one intervenor and rebuttal 
evidence was filed by Cities Service. 


1 The Jurisdictional portion of the pay¬ 
ment, with interest, totals $6,713,627.00. See 
Exhibit 28. 


After the filing of evidence, settlement 
negotiations commenced. As a result of 
these negotiations, a Stipulation and 
Agreement was filed with the Commis¬ 
sion on April 24, 1974. The settlement 
agreement was noticed on April 30, 1974, 
with comments due on or before May 7, 
1974. On May 6, 1974, Staff filed com¬ 
ments supporting the proposed settle¬ 
ment agreement. The principal provi¬ 
sions of the settlement agreement may 
be summarized as follows: 

(1) Article I, section 1 states that the 
temporary rate increase of 0.590 per Mcf, 
filed on January 2, 1973, and which be¬ 
came effective on March 23, 1973. will 
continue in effect without refund obliga¬ 
tions until Cities Service has collected 
$3,175,000 thereunder. The section fur¬ 
ther provides the amount of $3,175,000 is 
in full settlement of any and all claims 
between Cities Service and its jurisdic¬ 
tional customers with regard to Cities 
payment of $6,843,097.15 to Western 
Natural. 

(2) Article I, section 2 states upon col¬ 
lecting $3,175,000 from its jurisdictional 
customers, Cities Service shall file a re¬ 
vised Tariff Sheet PGA-1 to reduce its 
rates by 0.590 per Mcf from the then 
effective Tariff Sheet PGA-1 to become 
effective on the first day of the billing 
month subsequent to the billing month 
during which Cities Service’s recovery 
reaches $3,175,000. Section 3 provides 
that Cities Service shall refund to its 
jurisdictional customers the difference 
between the total revenues collected 
from the jurisdictional customers under 
the 0.594* per Mcf temporary rate in¬ 
crease through the end of the last billing 
month during which such rate increase 
is in effect and $3,175,000. Each jurisdic¬ 
tional customer will be entitled to a re¬ 
fund computed by multiplying the total 
refund to jurisdictional customers by 
the ratio of Cities Service’s sales volumes 
to such customer to Cities Service’s total 
jurisdictional sales volumes. 

(3) Article n, section 1 provides Cities 

Service shall maintain a special memo¬ 
randum account reflecting the cumula¬ 
tive amounts collected under the 0.59c 
per Mcf temporary increase. Cities Serv¬ 
ice will file monthly with the Commis¬ 
sion and each party to this proceeding 
a report showing the total volumes of 
jurisdictional sales and the total reve¬ 
nues collected under the temporary in¬ 
crease during the previous month. Ar¬ 
ticle II, section 2 provides within 10 days 
after making refunds, Cities Service shall 
file a refund report. . 

(4) Article m provides the Stipula¬ 
tion will only become effective and bind¬ 
ing after a final and nonappealable. 
without modification. Commission ap¬ 
proval of the Stipulation shall constitute 
termination of the 1973 Phase of Docket 
No. RP71-106. 

(5) Article IV. section 1, contains a 
general reservation disclaiming reliance 
on any principle underlying or suppose 
to underlie the settlement as negotiated. 
Article IV, section 2 provides the provi¬ 
sions of the Stipulation relate only to the 
specific matters referred to in the settle¬ 
ment. 


Point of delivery 

Delivery 

Kilo wart 

Metering location 

Metering 

volt ago 

capacity 

- 

voltage 

8WK, 8cc. 9, TLOS, R15W, Osborne County 
(Naloma). 

34.5 KV 

1500 

8E^, Sec. 17, T£S, Osborne 
County. 

2400 

Delta. 
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Our review of the proposed Stipula¬ 
tion and Agreement indicates that the 
settlement fully resolves complex and 
difficult litigable issues of fact and law 
in a reasonable manner consistent with 
the public interest. We will approve the 
settlement without modification. 

The Commission finds: The disposition 
of this proceeding on the basis of the pro¬ 
posed settlement filed on April 24. 1974, 
is reasonable and proper and in the 
public interest in carrying out the pro¬ 
visions of the Natural Gas Act. and such 
agreement should be approved as here¬ 
inafter ordered. 

The Commission orders : (A) The pro¬ 
posed settlement agreement, filed 
April 24, 1974, is incorporated by refer¬ 
ence and made a part hereof, and is 
approved and adopted, without modifica¬ 
tion. 

(B) This order is without prejudice to 
any findings or orders which have been 
made or which may hereafter be made 
by the Commission, and is without prej¬ 
udice to any claims or contentions which 
may be made by the Commission, its 
Staff, Cities Service, or by any other 
party or person affected by this order in 
any proceedings now pending or here¬ 
after instituted by or against Cities Serv¬ 
ice or any other person or party. 

(C) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-20966 Filed 9-10-74; 8:45 ami 


[Docket No. E-89881 

CONNECTICUT LIGHT AND POWER CO. 

Purchase Agreement 

September 4,1974. 

Take notice that Connecticut Light 
and Power Company (CL&P) on August 
22, 1974, tendered for filing a purchase 
agreement for the sale of specified per¬ 
centages of capacity to the New Bedford 
Gas and Edison Light Company (New 
Bedford) from CL&P’s Montville Unit 
No. 6 generating unit during the period 
November 1, 1974 through April 30, 1975. 

Applicant states that copies of the rate 
schedule were sent to New Bedford. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street NE.. Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with §5 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before September 15, 1974. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
Person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
application are on file with the Commis¬ 


sion and are available for public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-20903 FUed 9-10-74;8:45 am[ 


[Docket No. RP72-1571 

CONSOLIDATED GAS SUPPLY CORP. 

Proposed Changes In FPC Gas Tariff 
September 4,1974. 

Take notice that Consolidated Gas 
Supply Corporation (Consolidated), on 
August 22. 1974, tendered for filing pro¬ 
posed changes in its FPC Gas Tariff, 
First Revised Volume No. 1, pursuant to 
its PGA clause for rates to be effective 
October 1. 1974. Consolidated states that 
the proposed rate increase would gen¬ 
erate $1.9 million annually in additional 
jurisdictional revenues. 

Consolidated states that the PGA fil¬ 
ing was triggered by a rate increase filed 
by Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Cor¬ 
poration to be effective October 1, 1974. 
Additionally, Consolidated is including 
in its rates the effect of Tennessee Gas 
Pipeline Company’s R & D rate adjust¬ 
ment filed July 23, 1974, which became 
effective July 8. 1974 and the effect of 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corpora¬ 
tion’s DC A filing which became effective 
July 1, 1974 and was reflected in Texas 
Eastern’s August 1, 1974 rates in a filing 
dated on or about August 16, 1974, 
neither of which have previously been 
reflected in Consolidated’s jurisdictional 
rates. 

Consolidated is requesting a waiver of 
the 45-day notice requirement contained 
in Its PGA clause since it did not receive 
the supplier’s revised rates in sufficient 
time to make a timely filing and further 
asks for a waiver of any other of the 
Commission’s rules and regulations in 
order to permit the proposed rates to go 
into effect on October 1,1974. 

Consolidated states that copies of this 
filing were served upon Consolidated’s 
jurisdictional customers, as well as in¬ 
terested state commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 or 1.10 of the 
Commissio n’s ru les of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before September 11, 1974. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-20916 FUed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. RI75-23) 

D. M. MAGEE CO. 

Petition for Special Relief 

September 4, 1974. 

Take notice that on August 23, 1974. 
D. M. Magee Company, (Petitioner). 
P.O. Box 1332, Alice, Texas 78332, filed a 
petition for special relief in Docket No. 
RI75-23, seeking a rate above the appli¬ 
cable area ceiling under Opinion No. 595. 
Petitioner seeks a price of 45 cents per 
Mcf for the sale of gas to Natural Gas 
Pipeline Company of America from two 
wells, the D.C. Stroman Nos. 10 and 11. 
in the Armstrong Field. Jim Hogg, Texas, 
with Btu adjustment, at 14.65 psia. Hie 
petition is based upon the need for com¬ 
pression facilities with remedial work on 
these wells in order to deplete them to 
their maximum limits. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition should on or before September 
30, 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426. a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any party wishing to be¬ 
come a party to a proceeding, or to par¬ 
ticipate as a party in any hearing there¬ 
in, must file a petition to intervene In 
accordance with the Commission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-20913 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-89331 

DUKE POWER CO. 

Supplement to Contract 

September 4, 1974. 

Take notice that on July 26, 1974 Duke 
Power Company (Duke) tendered for 
filing a supplement to the Electric Power 
Contract designated Duke Power Com¬ 
pany Rate Schedule FPC No. 131 between 
Duke and Blue Ridge Electric Member¬ 
ship Corporation (Blue Ridge). Duke 
asks for an effective date of September 
18.1974. 

The supplement is in the form of two 
documents, both dated June 13. 1974. 
Document No. 1 provides for a decrease 
in demand from 9,000 kw to 7,000 kw for 
Delivery Point No. 2. Document No. 2 
provides for 2.500 kw to Delivery Point 
No. 5. which is a new point of delivery. 
To provide service to Delivery Point No. 
5, Duke will build approximately 600 feet 
of 44 kv tap line and construct a 44/ 
12.47 kv substation at the requested point 
of delivery. Both changes were made at 
the request of the customer. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
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to intervene or protest with the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission, 825 North Cap¬ 
itol Street NE.. Washington, D.C. 20426, 
in accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such pe¬ 
titions or protests should be filed on or 
before September 13, 1974. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Protes¬ 
tants parties to the proceeding. Any per¬ 
son wishing to become a party must file 
a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the. Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IFR Doc.74-20905 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-8982] 

DUKE POWER CO. 

Notice of Supplement 

September 6, 1974. 

Take notice that on August 19, 1974, 
Duke Power Company (DPC) tendered 
for filing a supplement to DPC’s electric 
power contract 1 with Cresent Electric 
Membership Corporation (CEMC). The 
effective date of this contract supplement 
is September 18, 1974. 

The supplement is in the form of two 
documents, both dated June 28, 1973. 
Document No. 1 provides for an increase 
in demand from 1400 kw to 5500 kw for 
Delivery Point No. 9. Document No. 2 
provides for an increase in demand from 
2800 kw to 3800 kw for Delivery Point 
No. 13. Service will be provided by in¬ 
creasing the metering capacity for De¬ 
livery Point No. 9 and increasing the 
transformer capacity for Delivery Point 
No. 13. 

Copies of this filing have been sent to 
CEMC. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street, NE, Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before September 13, 1974. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken, but will not serve to make 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. Copies 
of this application are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-20960 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


1 Duke Power Company Rate Schedule 
FPC No. 248. 


[Docket No. CP74-2891 

EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO. 

Further Extension of Time and 
Postponement of Hearing 

September 5, 1974. 

On August 30, 1974, El Paso Natural 
Gas Company filed a motion in the 
above-designated matter to extend the 
procedural dates fixed by notice issued 
August 26, 1974. The motion states that 
Staff Counsel and counsel for all inter- 
venors have no objections. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows: 

Service of testimony and exhibits by appli¬ 
cant and supporting intervenors, Septem¬ 
ber 4, 1974. 

Hearing, September 26, 1974 (10 a.m., e.d.t.). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-20974 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 ami 


| Docket No. E-8976[ 

IOWA PUBLIC SERVICE CO. 

Filing of Interchange Agreement 

September 5,1974. 

Take notice that by letter dated Au¬ 
gust 12, 1974, the Iowa Public Service 
Company tendered for filing with the 
Federal Power Commission a Supplement 
to an Electric Interconnection Agree¬ 
ment dated April 30, 1971, designated 
Iowa Public Service Company Rate 
Schedule FPC No. 52, and the attached 
Exhibit A dated October 19,1973. 

Under the new agreement, Iowa Public 
Service Company and the Northwest 
Iowa Power Cooperative will establish 
additional points of interconnection at 
Northwest Iowa Power Cooperative’s 
Eagle Substation located in Sioux 
County, Iowa and at Iowa Public Service 
Company’s Monona Substation located 
in Monona County, Iowa. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Septem¬ 
ber 24, 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, 
petitions to intervene or protests in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Persons wishing to be¬ 
come parties to a proceeding or to par¬ 
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein 
must file petitions to intervene in ac¬ 
cordance with the Commission’s rules. 
The application is on file with the Com¬ 
mission and is available for public in¬ 
spection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-20979 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-8365] 

KANSAS CITY POWER AND LIGHT CO. 

Settlement Agreement, Revised Schedules 

Conditionally Filed, Interventions and 

Terminating Proceedings 

September 4,1974. 

On April 26. 1974, Kansas City Power 
and Light (KCPL) filed with the Com¬ 
mission a document entitled, “Motion 
To Accept Settlement Agreement And 
For Order Accepting And Putting Into 
Effect Revised Schedules Conditionally 
Filed And Terminating These Proceed¬ 
ings’’ (hereinafter referred to as Motion) 
Attached as Exhibit I to the Motion is 
the Settlement Agreement (Settlement) 
and accompanying appendices. If ap¬ 
proved, the Settlement would resolve all 
issues in the above-captioned proceeding 
and would reduce the amount of Increase 
originally proposed from $743,333 to 
$530,819 based on 1972 test year period 
sales. 

This proceeding Involves a general 
rate increase application filed by KCPL 
on August 17,1973. The proposed changes 
reflected an increase of $743,773 for de¬ 
mand and energy charges and a related 
pricing of the base “fuel cost” in the fuel 
adjustment clause at 30tf per million Btu. 
In its August 17, 1973, filing, KCPL re¬ 
quested an effective date for the proposed 
changes of October 17, 1973, as to all of 
its jurisdictional customers except Mis¬ 
souri Public Service Company (MPSC) 
and Missouri Power and Light Company 
(MPLC). The proposed effective dates as 
to the changes for MPSC and MPLC were 
April 15, 1975, and June 1, 1974, respec¬ 
tively, when the contracts between KCPL 
and the two customers expire by their 
own terms. 

Public notice of the August 17, 1973, 
filing was issued August 23, 1973, with 
comments, protests and petitions to in¬ 
tervene due on or before September 18, 

1973. Timely petitions to intervene were 
filed by Coffey County Rural Electric 
Cooperative Association, Inc., and the 
City of Pomona, Franklin County, Kan¬ 
sas. On October 16, 1973, the Commis¬ 
sion Issued an order accepting for filing 
and suspending the proposed tariff 
changes. The rate schedule supplements 
as to KCPL’s jurisdictional customers 
filed August 17. 1973, with the exception 
MPSC and MPLC were suspended and 
the use thereof deferred until March 18. 

1974. The October 16, 1973 order stated 
that the rate increase application as to 
MPSC and MPLC should become effec¬ 
tive, subject to refund upon the con¬ 
tractually specified dates and proper no¬ 
tice of such increase being filed with the 
Commission. The October 17, 1973, order 
also permitted the interventions of the 
above-named petitioners. 

As a result of settlement conferences 
commencing on February 21,1974, a set¬ 
tlement was reached, dated April 22, 
1974, between MCPL and the Coopera¬ 
tives. As stated previously, KCPL filed a 
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Motion and settlement with the Com¬ 
mission on April 26, 1974. The Motion 
states that the Revised Schedules reflect 
an increase of $530,819 In annual rev¬ 
enues to KCPL based on sales to the 
wholesale customers during the 12- 
month test period ended December 21, 
1972 and is designed to increase KCPL’s 
rate of return to 7.75 percent (based on 
a 12 percent return on common equity) 
on its wholesale Firm Power Service to 
the wholesale customers on the basis of 
such test year. The major provisions of 
the settlement may be summarized as 
follows: 

(1) Sections 1 and 2 contain a general 
reservation disclaiming reliance on any 
principle underlying or supposed to un¬ 
derlie the settlement as negotiated and 
that no party is bound by the settlement 
until approved, without modification, by 
a final and non-appealable Commission 
order. 

(2> Section 3 states that upon execu¬ 
tion of the settlement, KCPL will file a 
motion with the Commission requesting 
the Commission to accept the settlement, 
accept and put into effect the revised 
schedules attached to the settlement as 
Appendix A and terminate these pro¬ 
ceedings. 

(3) Section 4 provides that within 30 
days of final and non-appealable Com¬ 
mission order, KCPL shall refund to its 
Wholesale Customers the difference be¬ 
tween (a) the amounts received under 
the proposed rates and (b) the amounts 
which would have been received had the 
proposed rates been in effect with inter¬ 
est at a rate of 7 percent per annum. 

Public notice of the motion and settle¬ 
ment, filed April 26. 1974, was issued on 
May 1, 1974, with comments and pro¬ 
tests due on or before May 15, 1974. In 
response to the notice of the filing of the 
motion and settlement, the City of Hig- 
ginsville, Missouri (Higginsville) filed on 
May 15, 1974, a document entitled “Hig¬ 
ginsville’s Petition To Intervene, Protest 
And Objection To Motion To Accept Set¬ 
tlement Agreement.” (Petition) In its 
Petition, Higginsville alleges (a) that 
there is no adequate record justification 
for the minimum 70 percent demand 
ratchet included in the applicable Re¬ 
vised Schedule; (b) that the settlement 
rates are discriminatory on the face since 
the demand charged for the two coopera¬ 
tive customers would be $2.20 while the 
demand charge for Higginsville is $3.46 
per KW; (c) that the effective date of 
March 18,1974. for the application of the 
Revised Schedule to Higginsville is dis¬ 
criminatory because April 15, 1975 is the 
effective date for the MPSC Revised 
Schedule; and (b) that the Municipal 
Wholesale Power Contract of March 8, 
1967. under which Higginsville purchases 
electric power and energy from KCPL 
Is a full requirements contract which 
prevents Higginsville from utilizing its 
own generation equipment and purchas¬ 
ing from alternate area suppliers. 

On June 3, 1974, KCPL filed “KCPL’s 
Answer And Response To Petition To 
Intervene, Protest And Objections Filed 
by Higginsville, Missouri” (Answer). In 
its Answer, KCPL opposes the interven¬ 


tion of Higginsville as not being in the 
public interest. With respect to Higgins¬ 
ville’s Protest and Objections to 
KCPL’s Motion, KCPL replies (1) that 
Higginsville does not challenge the rea¬ 
sonableness of the ratchet provision; (2) 
that there is justification for a dif¬ 
ferential in demand charges for MPLC 
and other classes of customers; (3) that 
there is justification for a differential in 
demand charges for cooperatives and 
municipals; (4) that KCPL, because of 
Sierra Pacific and Mobile has no alter¬ 
native but to wait until April 15, 1975, to 
change the rates for MPSC; (5) that 
KCPL would have no objection to serv¬ 
ing Higginsville under a partial require¬ 
ments rate provided the rate was fully 
compensatory to KCPL; (6) that the 
Commission has no authority to order 
wheeling and therefore, there is no need 
for KCPL to separately state a transmis¬ 
sion wheeling rate. 

Higginsville’s Intervention was not 
filed until almost eight months after 
KCPL’s filing of August 17, 1973, and 
seven months after opportunity for in¬ 
tervention had expired. In its Petition, 
Higginsville states that at the time of 
the Application, the Superintendent was 
terminating his position and the new 
Superintendent did not take over until 
January 14, 1974. We do not believe that 
changes in administrative personnel 
justifies a delay of eight months in filing 
a petition to intervene. KCPL complied 
with the Commission’s regulations by 
serving a copy of the August 17, 1973 
filing, on this Commission, its customers 
and other interested parties. In this re¬ 
gard, we note that Higginsville’s Inter¬ 
vention does not allege it never received 
a copy of the August 17, 1973, filing or 
that it did not have notice of the filing. 
The Commission’s regulations and all 
standards of fair notice were complied 
with. While we shall grant Higginsville’s 
petition to intervene, w T e shall not permit 
such action to prejudice other parties 
who have acted in a responsible timely 
manner in pursuing their respective in¬ 
terests. Accordingly, Higginsville’s ob¬ 
jections will be viewed in light of the 
present record in these proceedings. 

As to Higginsville’s comments and 
protests, we do not find them persuasive. 
As previously noted, Higginsville alleges 
that the settlement rates are discrimina¬ 
tory because there is a differential be¬ 
tween the demand charges for certain 
customer classes. With respect to the 
demand charge differential between 
MPLC and the municipals, we note that 
MPLC takes its service at 161 KV while 
all other resale customers are served 
through lower voltage facilities. With 
respect to the demand charges for the 
Cooperatives and the Municipal Cus¬ 
tomers, we note that Exhibit M. Sched¬ 
ule 27, of KCPL's August 17, 1973, filing 
demonstrates that the Municipal Cus¬ 
tomers have a high degree of coincidence 
of demand with KCPL's maximum an¬ 
nual system demand while, on the other 
hand, the Cooperatives have a much 
low r er coincidence with the system. We 
believe these reasons justify a demand 
charge differential as to certain classes 


of KCPL’s customers and therefore, the 
settlement rates are not discriminatory. 

Higginsville’s allegation that the set¬ 
tlement rates are discriminatory because 
the rate to MPSC goes into effect on 
April 15, 1975 is totally without merit. 
The contract between KCPL and MPSC 
is a fixed-term, fixed rate contract which 
cannot be changed without consent of all 
the parties involved or expiration of the 
contract by the terms themselves. Con¬ 
sequently, KCPL had no alternative but 
to request an effective date of April 15. 
1975, after the fixed rate contract with 
MPSC has expired. Furthermore, our 
order of October 16, 1973, dealt with the 
effective date of the proposed rate sched¬ 
ule to MPSC and hence, this has already 
been resolved. Therefore, Higginsville’s 
allegation of discrimination based on 
different effective dates for different rate 
schedules is without merit and must be 
rejected. 

Higginsville states that there is no 
adequate justification for the inclusion of 
the 70 percent ratchet provision in the 
settlement rates and that this provision 
unreasonably penalizes it. This allegation 
overlooks the fact that the proposed set¬ 
tlement rates would recover the sum¬ 
mary cost of service included in the set¬ 
tlement. Nothing in the record contra¬ 
dicts these costs or KCPL's filing herein. 
Therefore we believe that this provision 
should not be disturbed, as it is cost 
justified. 

Higginsville further states that its con¬ 
tract with KCPL requires it to purchase 
its full requirements from KCPL which 
prevents Higginsville from utilizing its 
own generation facilities and from pur¬ 
chasing from alternative area suppliers. 

Higginsville requests that w T e order a 
modification of its contract and the set¬ 
tlement. However, nothing in the record 
or allegations persuades us that such a 
revision of the contract, to which Hig¬ 
ginsville is a party, is appropriate. More¬ 
over, assuming arguendo that convincing 
evidence could be adduced to support 
Higginsville’s request, the effect of such 
relief w’ould be prospective only. We note 
also that KCPL, in its response to Hig- 
ginsville's petition, states that it has no 
objection to serving Higginsville for 
other than full requirements service, pro¬ 
vided its rates were appropriately ad¬ 
justed to recover the costs of serving 
Higginsville under that changed condi¬ 
tion. We therefore believe that this rec¬ 
ord does not support Higginsville’s 
request and that this settlement is not 
the appropriate vehicle for testing Hig¬ 
ginsville’s allegations. 

Finally. Higginsville requests that this 
Commission order KCPL to establish a 
separate rate for transmission service 
to be supplied to Higginsville. Such an 
order would be ineffective because as this 
Commission has stated in several orders 
(See: Southern California Edison Com¬ 
pany, Docket No. E-8176, orders issued 
September 21, 1973, and November 2, 
1973; Pacific Gas and Electric Company, 
Docket No. El-7777, order issued May 15, 
1974), it does not have the authority to 
order wheeling (CF: Otter Tail Power 
Company v. U.S., 410 U.S. 366 (1973)). 
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Therefore, an order requiring KCPL to 
develop a separate transmission rate 
would serve no purpose and hence, we 
will deny Higginsvllle’s request. 

Based upon review of the settlement, 
the entire record relating thereto and the 
comments of the parties, we find the set¬ 
tlement represents a reasonable resolu¬ 
tion of the issues in this proceeding in 
the public interest, and that accordingly 
it should be approved and adopted. 
Therefore, we will grant KCPL’s motion 
to accept the settlement, accept for filing 
and put into effect the Revised Schedules 
contained in Appendix A of the settle¬ 
ment and terminate the proceedings. 

The Commission finds: (1) Good cause 
exists to grant KCPL’s Motion To Accept 
settlement. 

(2) Good cause exists to grant KCPL’s 
Motion to accept and put into effect the 
Revised Schedules contained in Appendix 
A of the settlement. 

(3) Good cause exists to grant Higgins- 
ville’s petition to intervene. 

(4) The settlement of this proceeding 
as filed with the Commission on April 26, 
1974, is reasonable and proper and in the 
public interest in carrying out the pro¬ 
visions of the Federal Power Act, and 
such agreement should be approved with¬ 
out modification. 

The Commission orders: (A) The Set¬ 
tlement Agreement filed with this Com¬ 
mission on April 26, 1974, with accom¬ 
panying Appendix A, is incorporated by 
reference and made a part hereof, and 
is approved and adopted. 

(B) KCPL’s Motion to accept settle¬ 
ment is hereby granted. 

(C) KCPL’s Motion to accept and put 
into effect the Revised Schedules as con¬ 
tained in Appendix A is hereby granted. 

(D) Higginsville’s petition to intervene 
is hereby granted. 

(E) This order is without prejudice to 
any findings or orders which have been 
made or which may hereafter be made 
by the Commission, and is without prej¬ 
udice to any claims or contentions which 
may be made by the Commission, its 
staff, KCPL or by any other party or 
person affected by this order in any pro¬ 
ceedings now pending or hereafter in¬ 
stituted by or against KCPL or any other 
person or party. 

(F) KCPL’s Motion to terminate these 
proceedings is hereby granted. 

(G) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order. 

By the Commission. 

Tseal] Kenneth F. P.umb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-20961 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. RP74-26] 

LOUISIANA-NEVADA TRANSIT CO. 

Postponement of Hearing 

September 4, 1974. 

On August 26, 1974, Loulsiana-Nevada 
Transit Company filed a motion to post¬ 
pone the hearing fixed by order issued 
October 31, 1973, as most recently modi¬ 
fied by notice issued May 31, 1974, in the 


above-designated matter. The motion 
states that Staff Counsel and Counsel 
for the City of DeQueen have no objec¬ 
tion. 

Notice is hereby given that the hearing 
date in the above matter is rescheduled 
for November 12, 1974, at 10 a.m. (e.d.t.). 

By direction of the Commission. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
x Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-20984 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-8832[ 

METROPOLITAN EDISON CO. 

Further Extension of Procedural Dates 
September 5, 1974. 

On August 19, 1974, the Borough of 
Middletown filed a motion to extend the 
procedural dates fixed by order issued 
June 6, 1974, and modified by notice is¬ 
sued July 24, 1974, in the above-desig¬ 
nated matter. On August 29,1974, Metro¬ 
politan Edison Company filed a response 
in which they requested a further exten¬ 
sion due to a conflict caused by dates 
suggested in the above motion. The latter 
request states that it is acceptable to all 
parties. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows: 

Service of Xntervcnor’s Testimony and Ex¬ 
hibits, October 4. 1974. 

Service of Company’s Rebuttal, October 18, 
1974. 

Hearing for purpose of Cross-Examination, 
November 6,1974 (10 a.m. e.d.t.). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-20972 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. CP68-190] 

MICHIGAN WISCONSIN PIPE UNE CO. 

Petition To Amend 

September 5, 1974. 

Take notice that on August 22, 1974, 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Company 
(Petitioner), One Woodward Avenue, 
Detroit, Michigan 48226, filed in Docket 
No. CP68-190 a petition to amend the 
order issued in said docket on April 15, 
1968 (39 FPC 455), pursuant to section 
7(c) of the Natural Gas Act authorizing, 
inter alia, the installation and operation 
of two 1,100 H.P. compressor units at the 
Bridgman, Michigan, Compressor Sta¬ 
tion (Bridgman) by granting permission 
and approval to abandon one of the com¬ 
pressor units, thereby permitting reloca¬ 
tion of such compressor unit at the Wey- 
auwega, Wisconsin, Compressor Station 
(Weyauwega), all as more fully set forth 
in the petition which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public in¬ 
spection. 

Petitioner states that the two 1,100 
H.P. compressor units authorized In the 
subject docket for installation at Bridg¬ 
man are best suited to low load factor 
operations. Petitioner further states that 
with the advent of increased storage vol¬ 


umes and peak day deliveries into Wis¬ 
consin Bridgman has become a high load 
factor station, and. accordingly, Peti¬ 
tioner has installed a 12,000 HP. com¬ 
pressor unit at Bridgman. 1 * * * Petitioner 
maintains that installation of this 12,000 
HP. unit allows sufficient spare horse¬ 
power at Bridgman to remove one 1,100 
HP. unit without limiting station opera¬ 
tions. Since Petitioner has been author¬ 
ized to install trne 1,100 H.P. compressor 
unit at Weyauwega, 8 Petitioner proposes 
to transfer a unit from Bridgman to 
Weyauwega, a low load factor station. 
Petitioner claims that such transfer will 
be more economical than installing a new 
unit at Weyauwega. and will permit a 
more efficient utilization of Petitioner s 
existing facilities. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition to amend should on or Septem¬ 
ber 30, 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission. Washington, D.C. 20426, a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the reg¬ 
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the pro- 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party 
in any hearing therein must file a peti¬ 
tion to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-20983 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-8494] 

MINNESOTA POWER & LIGHT CO. 
Further Extension of Procedural Dates 
September 5, 1974. 

On August 28, 1974, the Municipal In- 
tervenors in the above-designated matter 
filed a motion to extend the procedural 
dates fixed by order issued February 15, 
1974, and mast recently modified by 
notice issued July 31, 1974. The motion 
states that the Company and Staff Coun¬ 
sel were notified and had no objections. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows: 

Service of testimony by Intervenors, Octo¬ 
ber 21, 1974. 

Service of Rebuttal Evidence by Minnesota 
Power & Light Company. November 25, 
1974. 

Prehearing Conference and Hearing. Decem¬ 
ber 17, 1974 (10 a.m. e.d.t.). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-20977 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am] 


1 Under authorization granted March 30, 

1973 in Docket No. CP72-175. 

a Under authorization granted July 25, 

1973 in Docket No. OP73-114. 
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NATIONAL power survey technical 
advisory committee on conserva¬ 
tion OF ENERGY 

Notice of Meeting and Agenda 


Meeting of the Task Force on Con¬ 
servation and Fuel Supply Technical 
Advisory Committee on Conservation of 
Energy. September 13. 1974, 9:30 a.m., 
Room 5200. 

1. Meeting called to order by FPC Co¬ 
ordinating Representative. 

2. Objectives and purposes of meeting. 

A. Review of “Power Generation: 
Conservation, Health and Fuel Supply”, 
a report to the Task Force. 

1. Demand growth, conservation, and 
rate structures (morning). 

2. Health effects of sulfur emissions, 
the Clean Air Act, oil imports and Proj¬ 
ect Independence (afternoon). 

3. Conclusions and recommendations 
(afternoon). 

B. Other business. 

3. Adjournment. 

This meeting is open to the public. 
Any interested person may attend, ap¬ 
pear before, or file statements with the 
committee—which statements, if in writ¬ 
ten form, may be filed before or after 
the meeting, or, if oral, at the time and 
in the manner permitted by the commit¬ 
tee. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 


(FR Doc.74-20902 Filed 9-10-74; 8:45 am] 


NATIONAL POWER SURVEY TECHNICAL 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 

Notice of Meeting and Agenda 

Meeting of the Technical Advisory 
Committee on Finance to be held at the 
Federal Power Commission Offices, 825 
North Capitol Street, NE, Washington, 
D.C., September 19, 1974, 10 a.m.. Room 
6200. 

1. Meeting called to order by FPC Co¬ 
ordinating Representative. 

2. Objectives and Purposes of Meeting. 

A. Review of draft material for TAC 
report. 

B. Plans for presentation at October 
10, 1974 EAC meeting. 

C. Other Business. 

3. Adjournment. 

This meeting is open to the public. 
Any interested person may attend, ap¬ 
pear before, or file statements with the 
committee—which statements, if in writ¬ 
ten form, may be filed before or after 
the meeting, or, if oral, at the time and 
In the manner permitted by the com¬ 
mittee. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.74-20985 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 ami 


[Docket No. E-87211 

NEVADA POWER CO. 

Revised Fuel Adjustment Clause 

September 4, 1974. 
Nevada Power Company (Nevada 
Power) on August 14, 1974, tendered 


for filing a revised Fuel Adjustment 
Clause pursuant to a letter from the 
Commission dated July 31, 1974. Nevada 
Power’s rate filing of April 9, 1974, (of 
which this revised fuel adjustment 
clause is a part) was accepted by the 
Commission and suspended until No¬ 
vember 1, 1974, by Order dated May 31, 
1974. 

Nevada Power states that copies of the 
revised fuel adjustment clause have 
been mailed to California-Pacific Utili¬ 
ties Company and interested State Com¬ 
missions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said application should file 
a petition to intervene or protest with 
the Federal Power Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street NE., Washington, 

D.C. 20426. in accordance with §§1.8 
and 1.10 of the Commission’s rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 
1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before September 
13, 1974. Protests will be considered by 
the Commission in determining the ap¬ 
propriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to in¬ 
tervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-20904 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-8966] 

NEVADA POWER CO. 

Order Denying Request for Waiver 

September 4, 1974. 

On August 5, 1974, Nevada Power 
Company (NPC) tendered for filing a 
proposed rate increase 1 for electric 
service to California-Pacific Utilities 
Company (Cal-Pac) at Henderson, Ne¬ 
vada and Needles, California. NPC con¬ 
tends that the proposed increase re¬ 
sults in an estimated increase of 
$600,073 for the year ending September 
30, 1973, and a realized rate of return 
of 15.13 percent. The proposed effective 
date is “as soon as legally possible.” 

On April 5, 1974, NPC filed a prior 
increase in energy charges to apply to 
Cal-Pac at Henderson and Needles 
which was suspended until November 1, 
1974, by order dated May 31, 1974, in 
Docket No. E-8721. NPC requests spe¬ 
cial permission under § 35.17(b) of the 
regulations to file the present increase 
during the suspension period of the rate 
filing in Docket No. E-8721. 

In support of its request NPC stated 
that the proposed change in rates is 
necessary because of very substantial and 
unprecedented increases in cost of serv- 


1 Nevada Power Company, Supplement No. 
6 to Rate Schedule FPC No. 2 (Supersedes 
Supplement No. 5 to FPC No. 2). Supple¬ 
ment No. 7 to Rate Schedule FPC No. 1 
(Supersedes Supplement No. 6 to FPC No. 
1 ). 


ice which has occurred since the prepara¬ 
tion was initiated of the rates filed on 
April 9, 1974. NPC’s cost of service study 
shows a realized rate of return of 15.13 
percent with a 23.3 percent return on 
equity. The necessity for such rate of 
return was a primary reason provided 
in the testimony cited to support the 
showing of good cause required for per¬ 
mission to file under § 35.17(b) of the 
regulations. 

Our review of NPC’s request for per¬ 
mission to file a rate increase in this 
docket pursuant to § 35.17(b) of the 
regulations indicates that good cause has 
not been shown to grant such relief. Ac¬ 
cordingly, we shall reject NPC’s filing in 
Docket No. E-8966 without prejudice to 
NPC’s right to refile its proposed rate 
increase after November 1,1974, the date 
the suspension period in Docket No. 
E-8721 ends, with an updated test period 
in conformance with the Commission’s 
regulations under the Federal Power Act. 

The Commission finds: Good cause does 
not exist to grant NPC permission to file 
the proposed rate increase in Docket No. 
E-8966 during the suspension period of 
their prior filing in Docket No. Er-8721. 

The Commission orders: (A) NPC is 
not granted permission to file the pro¬ 
posed rate increase in Docket No. E-8966 
during the suspension period of their 
prior filing in Docket No. E-8721. 

(B) Denial of permission to file at 
this time is without prejudice to NPC’s 
refiling at the end of the suspension 
period in Docket No. E-8721, with an up¬ 
dated test period in conformance with 
the Commission's regulations under the 
Federal Power Act. 

(C) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

I seal 1 Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-20978 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-8721] 

NEVADA POWER CO. 

Extension of Procedural Dates 

September 5,1974. 

On August 28, 1974, Staff Counsel filed 
a motion for an extension of the proce¬ 
dural dates fixed by order issued May 31, 
1974, in the above-designated case. The 
motion states that the interested parties 
have been contacted, and no opposition 
was noted. 

• Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
ctbove matter are modified as follows: 

Service of Staff’s Testimony. October 4. 1974. 
Service of Intervenor’s Testimony, October 25, 
1974. 

Service of Company’s Rebuttal. November 11. 
1974. 

Hearing. November 21,1974 (10 a.m. e.d.t.). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-20973 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 
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NOTICES 


(Docket No. E-89801 

NEW YORK STATE ELECTRIC & GAS CORP. 

Notice of Cancellation 

September 5, 1974. 

Take notice that New York State Elec¬ 
tric and Gas Corporation (NYSEGC) on 
August 19, 1974 tendered for filing a 
notice of cancellation of their Rate 
Schedule PPC No. 42 which rate sched¬ 
ule became effective October 9, 1968. The 
subject rate schedule is an agreement 
dated July 17, 1968 providing for the 
borderline distribution sale of electric 
energy by NYSEGC to Consolidated Edi¬ 
son Company of New York, Inc. (CEC). 
The effective date of this cancellation is 
August 8.1974. 

NYSEGC states that notice of the pro¬ 
posed cancellation has been served upon 
CEC. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commissio n's ru les of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before September 16, 1974. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro- 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-20969 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am) 


(Docket No. E-89801 

NEW YORK STATE ELECTRIC & GAS CORP. 

Notice of Cancellation 

September 5, 1974. 

Take notice that New York State Elec¬ 
tric and Gas Corporation (NYSEGC) on 
August 19. 1974 tendered for filing a 
notice of cancellation of their Rate 
Schedule FPC No. 42 which rate sched¬ 
ule became effective October 9. 1968. The 
subject rate schedule is an agreement 
dated July 17, 1968 providing for the 
borderline distribution sale of electric 
energy by NYSEGC to Consolidated Edi¬ 
son Company of New York. Inc. (CEC). 
The effective date of tills cancellation is 
August 8, 1974. 

NYSEGC states that notice of the pro¬ 
posed cancellation has been served upon 
CEC. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE., Washington. D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before September 16, 1974. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 


taken, but will not serve to make protes- 
tants parties to the proceeding. Any per¬ 
son wishing to become a party must file 
a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-20962 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am) 


(Dockets Nos. 0-9279, etc. and RPG9-1) 

NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 

Order Requiring Payment of Refunds 
September 4, 1974. 

Northern Natural Gas Company 
(Northern) is currently retaining, pur¬ 
suant to Commission orders 1 refunds due 
to Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Com¬ 
pany (Kansas-Nebraska), because of 
uncertainties concerning Kansas-Ne- 
braska’s disposition of such refunds. 

On May 7,1974, Kansas-Nebraska filed 
motions that the Commission order 
Northern to refund these amounts plus 
accumulated interest which Kansas- 
Nebraska states are due to it pursuant 
to these orders. Notice of these motions 
was issued on May 29,1974, with protests 
or petitions to intervene due on or before 
June 7, 1974. No protests or petitions to 
intervene were received. 

Kansas-Nebraska states in its motions 
that it will refund to its jurisdictional 
customer the amounts it receives from 
Northern by crediting such amounts to 
its Unrecovered Purchased Gas Cost Ac¬ 
count. Kansas-Nebraska states that this 
procedure would be in accordance with 
the terms and conditions of its FPC Gas 
Tariff, Second Revised Volume No. 1. 

Our review of Kansas-Nebraskas’ pro¬ 
posals to credit these amounts to its Un¬ 
recovered Purchased Gas Cost Account 
satisfied the conditions in the orders in¬ 
volved for these refunds. Accordingly, we 
shall direct Northern to refund to Kan¬ 
sas-Nebraska the amounts due, plus ac¬ 
cumulated interest and direct Kansas- 
Nebraska to credit these amounts to its 
Unrecovered Purchased Gas Cost Ac¬ 
count. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and appropriate in the public interest 
and to aid in the enforcement of the 
Natural Gas Act that the refunds which 
are the subject of these proceedings 
which are due to Kansas-Nebraska be 
paid by Northern to Kansas-Nebraska 
and further that such refunds be credited 
to Kansas-Nebraskas’ Unrecovered Pur¬ 
chased Gas Cost Account. 

The Commission orders: (A) Within 
30 days of the issuance of this order. 
Northern shall pay to Kansas-Nebraska 
the refund monies plus accumulated in¬ 
terest In these proceedings and shall file 
a report with this Commission showing 
the principal and interest so refunded. 

(B) Within 30 days of the receipt of 
such payments from Northern, Kansas- 


»Docket No. RP69-1, Issued July 28. 1969 
and Docket No. 0-9279, et al., Issued Sep¬ 
tember 11, 1967. 


Nebraska shall credit such amounts to 
its Unrecovered Purchased Gas Cost Ac¬ 
count and shall file a report with this 
Commission showing the principal and 
interest so credited. 

(C) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

I seal] Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-20915 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am ) 


(Docket No. CP75-55) 

NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 

Notice of Application 

September 5,1974. 

Take notice that on August 26. 1974, 
Northern Natural Gas Company (Appli¬ 
cant), 2223 Dodge Street, Omaha, Ne¬ 
braska 68102, filed in Docket No. CP75- 
55 an application pursuant to section 
7(c) of the Natural Gas Act, as imple¬ 
mented by § 157.7(b) of the regulations 
thereunder (18 CFR 157.7(b)), for a 
certificate of public convenience and ne¬ 
cessity authorizing the construction, dur¬ 
ing the calendar year 1975, and opera¬ 
tion of certain natural gas facilities to 
enable applicant to take into its certifi¬ 
cated main pipeline system natural gas 
which will be purchased from producers 
thereof, and to maintain required main¬ 
line pressures and transport in inter¬ 
state commerce additional volumes of 
gas, all as more fully set forth in the 
application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec¬ 
tion. 

The stated purpose of this budget-type 
application is to augment applicant’s 
ability to act with reasonable dispatch in 
contracting for and connecting to its 
pipeline system supplies of natural gas 
in various producing areas generally co¬ 
extensive with said system. 

Applicant states that the total cost of 
the proposed facilities will not exceed 
$7,000,000, with no single project to ex¬ 
ceed $1,000,000. Applicant states further 
that the proposed facilities will be fi¬ 
nanced from cash on hand and funds 
generated through operations. 

Applicant notes that the Commission 
has issued a Notice of Proposed Rule- 
Making in Docket No. RM75-2, 1 wherein 
it is proposed to amend the aforesaid 
§ 157.7(b). Should the Commission issue 
an order in Docket No. RM75-2 revising 
the definition of “gas-purchase facili¬ 
ties*' and increasing the maximum total 
annual and single project cost limita¬ 
tions for such facilities, Applicant re¬ 
quests that the authorization herein re¬ 
quested incorporate such revisions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Septem¬ 
ber 30, 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 


* 39 FR 29938. 
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Commissio n's r ules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the reg¬ 
ulations under the Natural Gas Act <13 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party to 
a proceeding or to participate as a party 
in any hearing therein must file a peti¬ 
tion to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or 
if the Commission on its own motion be¬ 
lieves that a formal hearing is required, 
further notice of such hearing will be 
duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR Doc. 74-20965 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-88881 
OHIO ELECTRIC CO. 
Supplemental Filing of Rate Schedule 
September 5,1974. 

Take notice that on August 19, 1974, 
Ohio Electric Company (Ohio Electric) 
tendered for filing supplemental data 
pertaining to the initial rate schedule 
tendered for filing on July 3, 1974. This 
supplemental filing was submitted in re¬ 
sponse to a deficiency assessment of the 
initial filing. The rate schedule is appli¬ 
cable to a Power Agreement between 
Ohio Electric and Ohio Power Company 
(Ohio Power) dated February 1, 1972. 

In the initial filing it was stated that 
on April 10, 1972, pursuant to authoriza¬ 
tion by the Securities and Exchange 
Commission in Order Authorizing Sale 
of Generating Plant To Newly-Orga¬ 
nized Subsidiary Company and Related 
Transactions (70-5142) (Administrative 
Proceeding File No. 3-3533>, Ohio Power 
transferred to Ohio Electric its interest 
in the General James M. Gavin Generat¬ 
ing Plant (Plant) located on the Ohio 
River near Cheshire, Ohio. The Plant 
consists of two 1,300,000 kilowatt fossil- 
fired steam electric generating units and 
associated equipment and facilities. Un¬ 
der the Power Agreement, Ohio Power 
shall be the sole purchaser of power and 
energy generated at the Plant by Ohio 
Electric. Ohio Electric states that it does 


not now own, and has no present plans 
to own, any electric facilities other than 
the Plant. 

According to the Supplemental filing, 
Ohio Electric estimates that the annual 
revenues it will receive from sales of 
power to Ohio Power during the first 
twelve months following the date of com¬ 
mercial operation of Unit No. 1 at the 
General James M. Gavin Generating 
Plant will aggregate $147,790,000, or an 
avoregae of approximately $12,316,000 of 
revenue during each of the months of 
said period. 

The effective date sought in the initial 
filing was August 5, 1974. Ohio Electric 
asks that the same date. August 5, 1974, 
be the effective date in this supplemental 
filing, and in order that such date be 
allowed, Ohio Electric seeks a waiver of 
the timely filing requirements. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street. NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission's rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before September 20, 1974. Protests 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro- 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
application are on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and are available for public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-20982 Filed 0-lO-74;8:45 am] 


I Docket No. CP75-54J 

PANHANDLE EASTERN PIPE LINE CO. 

Notice of Application 

September 5, 1974. 

Take notice that on August 26, 1974, 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company 
(Applicant), P.O. Box 1642, Houston, 
Texas 77001, filed in Docket No. CP75-54 
an application pursuant to section 7(c) 
of the Natural Gas Act, as implemented 
by S 157.7(b) of the regulations there¬ 
under (18 CFR 157.7(b)), for a certifi¬ 
cate of public convenience and necessity 
authorizing the construction, during the 
12-month period commencing on the 
date of Commission authorization, and 
operation of certain natural gas facilities 
to enable applicant to take into its certif¬ 
icated main pipeline system natural gas 
which will be purchased from producers 
thereof, all as more fully set forth in the 
application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec¬ 
tion. 

The stated purpose of this budget-type 
application is to augment Applicant's 
ability to act with reasonable dispatch 
in contracting for and connecting to its 
pipeline system supplies of natural gas in 
various producing areas generally co¬ 
extensive with said system. 


Applicant states that the total cost of 
the proposed facilities will not exceed 
$7,000,000, with no single project to ex¬ 
ceed $1,000,000. Applicant states further 
that the proposed facilities will be fi¬ 
nanced from funds on hand. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on ‘or before Septem¬ 
ber 24, 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the reg¬ 
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the pro- 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party 
in any hearing therein must file a peti¬ 
tion to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and proce¬ 
dure, a hearing will be held without fur¬ 
ther notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re¬ 
view of the matter finds that a grant of 
the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or 
if the Commission on its own motion be¬ 
lieves that a formal hearing is required, 
further notice of such hearing will be 
duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-20976 Filed 9-lD-74;8:45 am[ 


[Docket No. CI75-1101 

PHILLIPS PETROLEUM CO. 

Application 

September 4, 1974. 

Take notice that on August 16, 1974, 
Phillips Petroleum Company (Appli¬ 
cant) , Bartlesville, Oklahoma 74004, filed 
in Docket No. CI75-110 an application 
pursuant to section 7(b) of the Natural 
Gas Act for permission and approval to 
abandon a sale of natural gas in inter¬ 
state commerce to Tennessee Gas Pipe¬ 
line Company, a Division of Tenneco Inc. 
from the Hog Bayou Field, offshore Cam¬ 
eron Parish, Louisiana, all as more fully 
set forth in the application which is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Applicant states that it was issued a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity in Docket No. G-16612 author¬ 
izing the sale of natural gas to Tennessee 
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from reservoirs located down to a depth 
of 10.000 feet below sea level underlying 
certain leases in the Hog Bayou Field 
pursuant to the terms of an agreement 
between Applicant and Niagara Gas 
Transmission Limited (predecessor in in¬ 
terest to Tennessee) dated February 6, 
1953. on file as Applicants FPC Gas Rate 
Schedule No. 330. Applicant further 
states that said agreement will expire by 
its own terms on November 1. 1974. Ap¬ 
plicant relates that subsequently its in¬ 
terest in all gas underlying said Hog 
Bayou Field leases down to a depth of 
15,000 feet below sea level was committed 
to American Louisiana Pipe Line Com¬ 
pany (predecessor in interest to Michi¬ 
gan Wisconsin Pipe Line Company 
(Mich-Wisc)), subject to the reservation 
of quantities of gas required to satisfy 
the prior commitment to Tennessee. Ap¬ 
plicant states that the gas is committed 
to Mich-Wisc by contract dated March 5, 
1965, as amended September 27, 1965, on 
file as Applicant's FPC Gas Rate Sched¬ 
ule no. 411. 

In view of the expiration on Novem¬ 
ber 1, 1974, of the contract for the sale 
of gas by Applicant to Tennessee and the 
commitment of such gas to Mich-Wisc 
thereafter. Applicant requests permis¬ 
sion and approval for the abandonment 
of the sale of gas to Tennessee on No¬ 
vember 1, 1974. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Septem¬ 
ber 24, 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to par¬ 
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein 
must file a petition to intervene in ac¬ 
cordance with the Commission rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
a hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that permission and ap¬ 
proval for the proposed abandonment are 
required by the public convenience and 
necessity. If a petition for leave to inter¬ 
vene is timely filed, or if the Commission 
on its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or be 
represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-20907 Piled 9-10-74;8:45 am) 


(Project No. 135) 

PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC CO. 

Issuance of Annual License 

September 5. 1974. 

On February 19, 1970, Portland Gen¬ 
eral Electric Company, Licensee for Proj¬ 
ect No. 135, located in Clackamas County, 
Oregon, on the Clackamas River, filed an 
application for a new license under sec¬ 
tion 15 of the Federal Power Act and 
Commission regulations thereunder 
(§§ 16.1-16.6). Licensee amended its ap¬ 
plication on November 19, 1970. 

The License for Project No. 135 was 
issued effective September 27. 1922, for a 
period ending September 26, 1972. Since 
the original date of expiration, the Proj¬ 
ect has been under annual license. In 
order to authorize the continued opera¬ 
tion and maintenance of the Project pur¬ 
suant to section 15 of the Act, pending 
Commission action on Licensee’s 
amended application, it is appropriate 
and in the public interest to issue an an¬ 
nual license to Portland General Electric 
Company for continued operation and 
maintenance of Project No. 135. 

Take notice that an annual license is 
issued to Portland General Electric Com¬ 
pany (Licensee) under section 15 of the 
Federal Power Act for the period Sep¬ 
tember 27. 1974, to September 16, 1975, 
or until Federal takeover, or the issuance 
of a new license for the project, which¬ 
ever comes first, for the continued opera¬ 
tion and maintenance of Project No. 135, 
subject to the terms and conditions of 
its present license. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, 

|FR Doc.74-20980 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am) 


(Docket No. E-8983] 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF 
OKLAHOMA 

Tendered Rate Schedules 

September 4, 1974. 

Take notice that on August 19, 1974, 
Public Service Company of Oklahoma 
(PSCO) tendered for filing amended 
Service Schedule ES dated July 1, 1974 
between PSCO and Western Farmers 
Electric Cooperative to replace the exist¬ 
ing Service Schedule B Emergency Serv¬ 
ice dated May 1, 1966 Supplement 2 to 
Rate Schedule FPC 172. The company 
states that the change made in this 
amended Service Schedule ES is the rate 
at which emergency service would be 
supplied and paid for. The proposed rate 
for such service is the higher of 17.5 mills 
per kilowatt-hour; the cost of fuel, plus 
startup costs plus 5 mills per kilowatt- 
hour; or 110% of PSCO’s costs to pur¬ 
chase energy from another supplier so 
long as the 10% margin does not exceed 
2 mills per kilowatt hour. No estimate of 
sales was included in PSCO’s filing. The 
company requests an effective date of 
July 1, 1974. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 


accordance with §5 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such pe¬ 
titions or protests should be filed on or 
before September 13, 1974. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-20912 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 ami 


[Docket No. E-89941 

PUGET SOUND POWER & LIGHT CO. 

Filing of Agreement 

September 4, 1974. 

Take notice that on August 26, 1974. 
Puget Sound Power & Light Company 
(PSP) tendered for filing an agreement 
between PSP and the City of Oak Harbor, 
Washington for the sale of power and 
energy by PSP to Oak Harbor for resale 
to its marina customers. 

PSP requests an effective date of Sep¬ 
tember 1, 1974, for this Agreement. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street. N.E., Washington. D.C. 
20426, in accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commiss ion’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before September 16.1974. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to Intervene. Copies of this 
application are on file with the Com¬ 
mission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74 20910 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 amj 


(Docket No. E-8895J 

PUGET SOUND POWER & LIGHT CO. 

Notice of Concurrence 

September 6, 1974. 

Take notice that on July 29,1974 Idaho 
Power Company (Idaho) tendered for 
filing a certificate of concurrence to the 
power supply agreement filed by Puget 
Sound Power and Light Company 
(Puget) on July 10, 1974, Docket No. 
E-8895. 

The purpose of the agreement is to 
supply surplus pow r cr and energy from 
the Puget System to the Idaho system. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE. Washington. D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
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Commissio n's ru les of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or be¬ 
fore September 10, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of 
this filing are on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|PR Doc.74 20965 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am) 


(Docket No. CI75-1071 

SHELL OIL CO. 

Notice of Petition for Declaratory Order 
Disclaiming Jurisdiction 

September 5, 1974. 

Take notice that on August 19. 1974, 
Shell Oil Company (Petitioner), P.O. 
Box 2463, Houston, Texas 77001, filed in 
Docket No. CI75-107 a petition pursuant 
to $ 1.7(c) of the Commissi on's rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.7(c)) 
for declaratory order disclaiming juris¬ 
diction over Petitioner’s sale of gas to 
Air Products and Chemicals, Inc. (Air 
Products) f all as more fully set forth in 
the petition which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec¬ 
tion. 

The petition states that in 1964, Peti¬ 
tioner made arrangements to sell gas it 
produced within the state of Louisiana to 
Ail* Products, an industrial purchaser lo¬ 
cated in the State of Louisiana. In order 
to supply gas to Air Products, Petitioner 
and Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, a 
Division of Tenneco Inc. (Tennessee), 
entered into a transportation agreement 
dated August 13. 1964, which provides 
that Tennessee will transport for Peti¬ 
tioner gas from various specified delivery 
points, all within the State of Louisiana, 
serving Tennessee's Delta-Portland Line 
to the Yscloskey Processing Plant in St. 
Bernard Parish, Louisiana, for redelivery 
to Petitioner. Petitioner also entered into 
a contract dated August 13, 1964 (since 
amended), with Creole Gas Pipeline 
Corporation (Creole) which provided 
that Creole would purchase gas from Pe¬ 
titioner at the tailgate of the Yscloskey 
Plant, specifically for delivery to Air 
Products. By letter to Air Products, Pe¬ 
titioner warranted the availability of re¬ 
serves to fulfill its delivery obligations 
under the Petitioner-Creole contract. 

Petitioner claims that, although its 
contract with Creole might appear to be 
a sale for resale, said sale of gas is a 
direct sale by Petitioner to Air Products. 
In support of such claim Petitioner 
cites: (l) Petitioner's direct negotiations 
and letter commitment with Air Prod¬ 
ucts (2) Petitioner's undertaking of a 
direct obligation to deliver a certain dally 
quantity of gas to Creole during the term 
of the Petitioner-Creole contract (which 
term was coextensive with the contract 
between Creole and Air Products) (3) 


NOTICES 

the interrelationship between the afore¬ 
mentioned Petitioner-Creole and Peti¬ 
tioner-Air Products contracts, and (4) 
related circumstances. 

Petitioner states that Creole, on behalf 
of Air Products, has recently requested 
Petitioner to increase deliveries of gas by 
7,500 Mcf per day because of the desire 
of Air Products to increase its daily takes 
from Creole. In turn. Petitioner has re¬ 
quested that Tennessee increase the 
quantity of gas to be transported for 
Petitioner under the August 13. 1964, 
transportation agreement. However. 
Petitioner claims that Tennessee intends 
to file an application for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity pur¬ 
suant to section 7(c) of the Natural Gas 
Act authorizing the transportation by 
Tennessee of the gas already being de¬ 
livered for Petitioner to the Yscloskey 
Processing Plant plus the additional 
volumes requested. 

In explanation of Tennessee's position 
that certification by the Commission for 
said transportation is necessary. Peti¬ 
tioner points to proceedings in Docket 
Nos. CI75-45 and CP75-23. Petitioner 
states that in transactions among 
Tenneco, Tennessee, Creole and Air 
Products, which are similar to the trans¬ 
actions among Petitioner, Tennessee, 
Creole and Air Products, Tenneco and 
Tennessee have reversed their original 
position and now maintain that Commis¬ 
sion authorization under secton 7(c) of 
the Natural Gas Act is required not only 
for transportation by Tennessee of the 
volumes to be sold to Creole for delivery 
to Air Products, but for the sale by 
Tenneco to Creole for resale to Air Prod¬ 
ucts. Accordingly, Tenneco in Docket No. 
CI75-45 and Tennessee in Docket No. 
CP75-23 have filed applications for cer¬ 
tificates of public convenience and neces¬ 
sity authorizing the sale for resale of gas 
in interstate commerce and the trans¬ 
portation of gas in interstate commerce, 
respectively. 

Since the application filed by Tenneco 
in Docket No. CI75-45, the application 
filed by Tennessee in Docket No. CP75- 
23, and the anticipated application by 
Tennessee with respect to transportation 
of gas for Petitioner all Involve Air Prod¬ 
ucts, Petitioner requests that the Com¬ 
mission consolidate this cause with those 
proceedings and disclaim jurisdiction 
over Petitioner's sale of gas to Air 
Products. 

Any person desiring ot be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition for declaratory order should on 
or before September 30, 1974, file with 
the Federal Power Commission. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20426, a petition to inter¬ 
vene or a protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10). All protests filed with the Com¬ 
mission will be considered by it in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party 
in any hearing therein must file a peti¬ 
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tion to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-20968 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am) 


(Docket No. RI75-24) 

SOHIO PETROLEUM CO. 

Petition for Special Relief 

September 4, 1974. 

Take notice that on August 28, 1974, 
Sohio Petroleum Company, (Petitioner), 
1100 Penn Tower, Oklahoma City, Okla¬ 
homa 73118, filed a petition for special 
relief in Docket No. RI75-24, seeking a 
rate above the applicable area ceiling un¬ 
der Opinion No. 598. Petitioner seeks a 
price of 43 cents per Mcf plus tax reim¬ 
bursement of 5.8625 cents per Mcf for 
the sale of gas to Florida Gas Transmis¬ 
sion Company under its FPC Gas Rate 
Schedule No. 49 from the Wilberts B-2 
Well in the Grosse Tete Field, West Ba¬ 
ton Rouge Parish, Louisiana. The peti¬ 
tion is based upon the installation of a 
subsurface water disposed system, which 
Petitioner states will cost $45,000. 

Any preson desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said petition should on or before Septem¬ 
ber 30, 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be consid¬ 
ered by it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the pro¬ 
ceeding. Any party wishing to become a 
party to a proceeding, or to participate 
as a party in any hearing therein, must 
file a petition to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission's Rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.74-20906 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 amj 


(Docket No. CI75-104) 

TENNECO OIL CO. 

Notice of Application 

September 4, 1974. 

Take notice that on August 19, 1974, 
Tenneco Oil Company (Applicant), 3000 
One Shell Plaza. Houston. Texas 77002, 
filed in Docket No. CI75-104 for a certifi¬ 
cate of public convenience and necessity, 
for an interim period, with pre-granted 
abandonment, pursuant to Section 7 of 
the Natural Gas Act and 5 2.75 of the 
Federal Power Commission’s rules of 
practice and procedure. This Applicant 
seeks to authorize the sale to United of 
all gas produced from Applicant's Terre¬ 
bonne Land Development Corporation, 
et al. No. 1 Well located in Section 3, 
Township 21, South, Range 16 East, Ter¬ 
rebonne Parish, Louisiana at a price of 
72.8 cents per Mcf, subject to Btu adjust¬ 
ment. The complete details of the sale of 
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this interim sale of gas are set out more 
fully in the application on file with the 
Federal Power Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition should on or before September 
30, 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any party wishing to be¬ 
come a party to a proceeding, or to par¬ 
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein, 
must file a petition to intervene in ac¬ 
cordance with the Commission’s Rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

(PR Doc.74-20914 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am] 


| Docket No. RP74-91-5J 

TENNESSEE GAS PIPELINE CO. 

Order Granting Emergency Relief and Re¬ 
allocating Curtailment Period Quantity 

Entitlement 

September 5, 1974. 

On July 15, 1974, Pennsylvania and 
Southern Gas Company (Pennsylvania), 
filed a petition pursuant to § 1.7 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure requesting that the Commission 

(1) waive a penalty of $74,140 imposed by 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, a Di¬ 
vision of Tenneco, Inc. (Tennessee) for 
violation of Tennessee’s curtailment plan 
during the January-March, 1974, cur¬ 
tailment or retroactively transfer the 
amount of the overrun (7,414 Mcf) from 
the April-October curtailment period to 
the January-March curtailment period, 
and (2) direct and give Tennessee au¬ 
thorization to restructure its 1974 alloca¬ 
tion to Pennsylvania. 

Pennsylvania states that upon receipt 
of notice of the volumetric limitation of 
gas supply program from Tennessee, and 
in advance of the implementation of the 
program. Pennsylvania made extensive 
provisions to comply with the curtail¬ 
ment program and to hold total de¬ 
liveries within the 880,000 Mcf alloca¬ 
tion for the January-March curtailment 
period. Pennsylvania was unable to stay 
within its curtailment period quantity 
entitlement despite its March 12, 1974, 
cutoff of all interruptible service to in¬ 
dustries, schools, and commercial users. 
An overrun of 7,414 Mcf occurred, there¬ 
by incurring a penalty of $74,140 ($10 
per Mcf). Pennsylvania requests that the 
penalty Imposed for the unauthorized 
overrun be waived or that the Commis¬ 
sion retroactively move 7,414 Mcf to 
the Janudry-March curtailment period 
from the allocation for the April-October 
period. We agree with Pennsylvania that 
waiver of the penalty in the instant pro¬ 
ceeding is in order. It appears that Penn¬ 
sylvania pursued every avenue open to 
it to control daily deliveries short of 
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completely shutting off gas supplies to 
many small industries and communities. 
We shall also transfer the 7,414 Mcf since 
this will insure that Pennsylvania re¬ 
ceives the same total yearly allotment of 
gas. 

Pennsylvania also requests that its 
1974 allocation be restructured by au¬ 
thorizing and directing Tennessee to 
transfer 48,000 Mcf from the April-Octo¬ 
ber curtailment period to the November- 
December curtailment period. Since the 
reallocation will afford Pennsylvania a 
greater margin of safety with respect to 
avoiding overruns when it is most vulner¬ 
able to such a problem because of pos¬ 
sible weather variations affecting resi¬ 
dential heating loads, we shall grant 
Pennsylvania’s request. 

The Commission firids: (1) That Ten¬ 
nessee should waive the $74,140 penalty 
imposed on Pennsylvania for violation of 
its curtailment plan for overrun com¬ 
mitted during the January-March, 1974, 
curtailment period. 

(2) That Tennessee should transfer 
7.414 Mcf to the January-March, 1974, 
curtailment period from the April-Octo¬ 
ber, 1974, curtailment period. 

(3) That Tennessee should be directed 
and authorized to restructure Pennsyl¬ 
vania’s 1974 gas allocation by transfer¬ 
ring 48,000 Mcf from the April-October, 
1974, curtailment period to the Novem- 
ber-December, 1974, curtailment period 

The Commission orders: (A) Ten¬ 
nessee to waive the $74,140 penalty im¬ 
posed on Pennsylvania for violations of 
Tennessee’s curtailment plan for over¬ 
runs committed during the January- 
March, 1974, curtailment period. 

(B) Tennessee to transfer 7,414 Mcf 
to the January-March, 1974. curtail¬ 
ment period from the April-October, 
1974, curtailment period. 

(C) Tennessee to transfer 48,000 Mcf 
from the April-October, 1974, curtail¬ 
ment period to the November-December, 
1974, curtailment period. 

By the Commission. 

1 seal 1 Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

| FR Doc. 74-20967 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 ami 


(Docket No. CP75-601 
TRUNKLINE GAS CO. 

Notice of Application 

September 5, 1974. 

Take notice that on August 26, 1974, 
Trunkline Gas Company (Applicant), 
P.O. Box 1642, Houston, Texas 77001, 
filed in Docket No. CP75-56 an applica¬ 
tion pursuant to section 7 (b) and (c) of 
the Natural Gas Act and § 157.7(g) of 
the regulations thereunder (18 CFR 
157.7(g)) for a certificate of public con¬ 
venience and necessity authorizing the 
construction and for permission and ap¬ 
proval of the abandonment, for the 12- 
month period commencing on the date 
of Commission authorization, and oper¬ 
ation of field gas compression and re¬ 
lated metering and appurtenant facili¬ 
ties. all as more fully set forth in the ap¬ 


plication which Is on file with the Com¬ 
mission and open to public inspection. 

The purpose of this budget-type appli¬ 
cation is to augment Applicant’s ability 
to act with reasonable dispatch in the 
construction and abandonment of facili¬ 
ties which will not result in changing 
Applicant’s system salable capacity or 
service from that authorized prior to the 
filing of the instant application. 

Applicant states that the total cost of 
the proposed construction and abandon¬ 
ment will not exceed $3,000,000, nor will 
the cost of any single project exceed 
$500,000. Applicant states that the pro¬ 
posed facilities will be financed from 
funds on hand. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said application should on or before 
September 30, 1974, file with the Federal 
Power Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20426, a petition to intervene or a pro¬ 
test in accordance with the require¬ 
ments of the Commission’s rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the regulations under the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All pro¬ 
tests filed with the Commission will be 
considered by it in determining the ap¬ 
propriate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to intervene 
in accordance with the Commission's 
rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re¬ 
view of the matter finds that a grant of 
the certificate and permission and ap¬ 
proval for the proposed abandonment 
are required by the public convenience 
and necessity. If a petition for leave to 
intervene is timely filed, or if the Com¬ 
mission on its own motion believes that 
a formal hearing is required, further 
notice of such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

„ Secretary. 

[ FR Doc.74-20963 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am] 


(Docket No. E-89761 

VERMONT ELECTRIC POWER CO., INC. 
Filing of Rate Schedule 

September 4, 1974. 
Take notice that by letter dated 
July 22. 1974. the Vermont Electric 
Power Company, Inc. tendered for filing 
with the Federal Power Commission a 
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purchase agreement for the sale by Ver¬ 
mont Electric Power Company, Inc. of 
45,000 kilowatts of electric power from 
an electric generating facility located in 
Bow, New Hampshire, owned by the 
Public Service Company of New Hamp¬ 
shire, designated as Merrimack No. 2, to 
the Connecticut light and Power Com¬ 
pany and the Hartford Electric light 
Company. 

Service under this Rate Schedule 
began on April 30, 1974, and will termi¬ 
nate on October 31, 1974. Applicant esti¬ 
mates that the amount of power to be 
sold under the contract/rate schedule 
in the months of May 1974 through Octo¬ 
ber 1974 will be 24,500,000 kilowatt hours 
per month. 

Applicant additionally requests that 
May 1, 1974 be designated as the effec¬ 
tive date of this rate schedule. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Septem¬ 
ber 24, 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426. pe¬ 
titions to intervene or protests in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and proce¬ 
dure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be consid¬ 
ered by it in determining the appropri¬ 
ate action to be taken but will not serve 
to make the protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Persons wishing to become 
parties to a proceeding or to participate 
as a party in any hearing therein must 
file petitions to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules. The appli¬ 
cation is on file with the Commission and 
is available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PH Doc.74-20909 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 ami 


(Docket No. E-8977J 

VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER CO. 

Filing of Contract Supplement 

September 4, 1974. 

Take notice that by letter dated Au¬ 
gust 14, 1974, the Virginia Electric and 
Power Company filed with the Federal 
Power Commission a Contract Supple¬ 
ment dated July 9, 1974, to the agree¬ 
ment designated as Applicant’s Rate 
Schedule FPC No. 87-20 between Appli¬ 
cant and the Virginia Electric Coopera¬ 
tive. Applicant requests Commission au¬ 
thorization for connection of a new 
delivery point located north of Route 30 
near King William Courthouse in King 
William County, Virginia, to be desig¬ 
nated the White Shop delivery point. 

Applicant additionally requests that 
Commission authorization become effec¬ 
tive on the date of connection of facili¬ 
ties which is now expected to occur in 
November 1974. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Septem¬ 
ber 24, 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, 
petitions to Intervene or protests in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 


Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests 
filed with the Commission will be con¬ 
sidered by it in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Persons wishing to be¬ 
come parties to a proceeding or to par¬ 
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein 
must file petitions to intervene in ac¬ 
cordance with the Commission’s rules. 
The application is on file with the Com¬ 
mission and is available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-20911 Filed 9 - 1 0-74;8:45 Ami 


| Docket No. E-89901 

VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER CO. 

Contract Supplement 

September 4, 1974. 

Take notice that on August 26, 1974, 
Virginia Electric and Power Company 
(Virginia) tendered for filing a Contract 
Supplement dated July 9, 1974, to the 
Agreement designated as Virginia’s Rate 
Schedule FPC No. 84-26 between Vir¬ 
ginia and Shenandoah Valley Electric 
Cooperative (Shenandoah). Said sup¬ 
plement requests Commission author¬ 
ization for the relocation of metering 
facilities from 24 kV to 34.5 kV at Mount 
Jackson Delivery Point, located west of 
Route 698 near Mount Jackson, Shen¬ 
andoah County, Virginia. The delivery 
voltage will remain at 34.5 kV. 

Virginia requests the effective date be 
that of the date of connection of facili¬ 
ties, which is July 16, 1974. Virginia as¬ 
serts that due to an oversight, the sup¬ 
plement to the contract was not pre¬ 
pared in advance of July 16. 1974, thus 
preventing a timely filing. For the pro¬ 
posed effective date to be allowed, Vir¬ 
ginia requests a waiver of the timely fil¬ 
ing requirements. Virginia further as¬ 
serts that as no increase in the unit cost 
of electricity to Shenandoah will take 
place, a waiver of the billing data re¬ 
quirements be allowed. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before Septem¬ 
ber 17, 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, pe¬ 
titions to intervene or protests in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate ac¬ 
tion to be taken but will not serve to make 
the protestants parties to the proceed¬ 
ing. Persons wishing to become parties 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file 
petitions to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s Rules. The application 
is on file with the Commission and is 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-20008 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 ami 


(Docket No. E-8158J 

WISCONSIN POWER AND LIGHT CO. 

Order Approving Settlement Agreement 
With Condition 

September 4, 1974. 

On April 18, 1974, Wisconsin Power 
and Light Company (Wisconsin) ten¬ 
dered for filing a proposed Stipulation 
and Agreement between Wisconsin and 
the Adams-Marquette Rural Electric 
Cooperative, Central Wisconsin Electric 
Cooperative, Columbus Rural Electric 
Cooperative, Rock County Electric Coop¬ 
erative, Columbus Rural Electric Coop¬ 
erative, and Washura Electric Coopera¬ 
tive (Cooperatives) and the Municipal 
Wholesale Power Group (Municipals). 

On April 27. 1973, Wisconsin tendered 
for filing proposed rate increases for the 
Cooperatives under Rate Schedule W-2 
and for the Municipals under Rate 
Schedule W-3. These rate changes were 
accepted for filing and the use thereof 
suspended until September 1, 1973, by 
order Issued June 26, 1973. This same 
order also established a procedural 
schedule for the service of evidence and 
for hearing. Wisconsin, the Cooperatives, 
the Municipals and the Commission Staff 
engaged in settlement negotiations 
which produced this Stipulation and 
Agreement. The substantive provisions 
of the agreement are as follows: 

1. Rate Increase: The rate schedules 
are to be amended to provide for an in¬ 
crease in rates to the customers served 
under the W-2 and W-3 Rate Schedules 
to provide for an increase in rates of 
$550,000. The original filing represented 
an increase of $926,000. 

2. Commission Acceptance: The parties 
recommend that the Commission accept 
the amended rate schedules for filing to 
be effective September 1, 1973. 

3. Refunds: Wisconsin is to refund to 
its customers the amounts collected since 
September 1. 1973, in excess of the 
amounts which would have been col¬ 
lected under the amended rate sched¬ 
ules in 1, supra, with Interest at 7 percent 
per annum. 

4. Mobile Sierra: Cooperatives and Mu¬ 
nicipals waive any objections they may 
have under the Mobile-Sierra 1 rule to 
this rate increase and to the proposed 
changes in the tariffs and rate schedules 
in this Stipulation and Agreement. 

5. Purchase of All Requirements: Wis¬ 
consin is to delete language in the avail¬ 
ability clause in its rate schedules which 
requires Cooperatives and Municipals to 
purchase all of their requirements from 
Wisconsin and substitute new language 
therefor. Such new language does not re¬ 
quire the customers to purchase all their 
requirements from Wisconsin, but does 
require the customer to enter an appro¬ 
priately amended contract in the event 
the customer takes its requirements from 
other suppliers. 

6. Termination: The Commission Is to 
terminate the proceedings in this docket 
by order. 


1 United Gas Pipeline Company v. Mobile 
Gas Service Cooperative, 360 U.8. 344 (1966): 
F.P.C. v. Sierra Pacific Power Company, 350 
U.S.348 (1956). 
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NOTICES 


Notice of this proposed settlement 
Agreement was issued on April 24, 1974, 
with comments and protests due on or 
before May 10, 1974. The Commission 
Staff filed the only such comments on 
May 1, 1974. Wisconsin filed a response 
to Staff’s comments on May 16.1974. 

Staff comments indicate that the pro¬ 
posed Settlement is acceptable except 
for the inclusion in the rate schedules of 
language which would prohibit the sales 
of energy to other electric utilities or 
distributors by the customers while they 
are taking service from Wisconsin with¬ 
out express permission from Wisconsin. 
Staff also states that interconnections 
are similarly prohibited. Staff states 
that, while the availability clause has 
been amended to permit the customers to 
purchase from others, this restriction 
on resales renders the amendment of the 
availability clause meaningless, as the 
Company retains authority over the 
availability of the energy it sells. Staff 
states that this result is unduly restric¬ 
tive, as language which prohibits fur¬ 
ther wholesaling of electric energy may 
be anticompetitive and contrary to the 
public interest.* 

Wisconsin’s response to Staff’s com¬ 
ments proposes a revision in the lan¬ 
guage objected to. It states that its con¬ 
cern is with the effect of interconnec¬ 
tions on the system. The new language 
would permit interconnection where the 
integrity of the system is not impaired 
and where the customer paid the cost of 
maintaining the integrity of the system. 

The new language provides: 

While taking service from the Company 
under this schedule, the Customer shall not 
sell or otherwise dispose of electrical energy 
to any other electrical utility or electric dis¬ 
tributing agency, unless such action is ex¬ 
pressly permitted In writing by the Company, 
which permission shall not be unreasonably 
withheld. 

Except as provided for in the preceding 
paragraph, electrical connection of the Cus¬ 
tomer’s utility or electric distributing 
agency will be permitted when such Inter¬ 
connection can be accomplished without 
Impairing the Integrity of the Company's 
system. In the event of such Interconnect 
tion, the cost of establishing and maintain¬ 
ing Integrity of the Company system shall 
be borne by the Customer. 

Wisconsin states that the objective of 
these conditions is not anticompetitive, 
but based on the difference in rate lev¬ 
els of the two classes of customers, which 
is premised on differing load factors. It 
states that if a cooperative were to re¬ 
sell to a municipal utility, the justifica¬ 
tion for the lower rate would no longer 
exist. It further states that continuing 


• Carolina Poioer and Light Company , 
Dooket No. E-7918, issued March 12. 1973. 


Commission jurisdiction over these 
wholesale rates would prohibit the ap¬ 
plication of these provisions for anti¬ 
competitive purposes. 

We note that the proposed restriction 
on resales and interconnections as 
amended by the new language proposed 
by Wisconsin’s response to Staff com¬ 
ments is unduly restrictive and may be 
anticompetitive and contrary to the 
public interest. Therefore, we shall con¬ 
dition approval of the proposed settle¬ 
ment to require removal of the restric¬ 
tive clause within 30 days of the issu¬ 
ance of this order. 

Our review of the proposed settlement 
shows that It will provide a reasonable 
and appropriate resolution of the issues 
raised by Wisconsin’s rate increase fil¬ 
ing except for the restrictive clause as 
noted above. We shall therefore approve 
the proposed Stipulation and Agree¬ 
ment subject to the condition that the 
restrictive clause contained therein, as 
amended by the language proposed In 
Wisconsin’s response to Staff comments, 
shall be removed within 30 days. 

The Commission finds: Approval of 
the proposed Stipulation subject to the 
condition as hereinafter ordered is just 
and reasonable in .the public interest 
in carrying out the provisions of the 
Federal Power Act. 

The Commission orders: (A) The pro¬ 
posed Stipulation is incorporated herein 
by reference and made effective Sep¬ 
tember 1, 1973, subject to the terms and 
conditions to this order. 

(B) Wisconsin shall comply fully with 
each provision of the Stipulation and 
the terms and conditions of this order. 

(C) Wisconsin shall remove from the 
proposed Stipulation the proposed re¬ 
striction on resales and interconnections 
within 30 days of the issuance of this or¬ 
der. 

(D) Within 30 days of the issuance of 
this order Wisconsin shall file the rate 
schedules contained in the proposed Stip¬ 
ulation. 

(E) Within 30 days of the filing of the 
revised rate schedules, Wisconsin shall 
refund to its customers the difference be¬ 
tween the amounts collected since Sep¬ 
tember 1, 1973, under the rate sched¬ 
ules currently in effect and the amount 
which would have been collected under 
the proposed settlement rates, with inter¬ 
est at 7% per annum. 

(F) Wisconsin shall file with the Com¬ 
mission, concurrently with the refunds 
ordered in Paragraph (D), a schedule of 
such refunds. 

(O) This order is without prejudice 
to any findings or orders which have 
been or will be made by the Commission 
and is without prejudice to any claims or 


contentions which may be made by the 
Commission, its Staff, Wisconsin, or any 
party or person affected by this order, in 
any proceeding now pending or herein¬ 
after instituted by or against Wisconsin 
Or any other person or party. 

(H) The Secretary shall cause prompt 
publication of this order in the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. 

I sealI Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-20917 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am) 


l Docket No. RI75-26] 

RATE CHANGES 

Order Providing for Hearing on and Sus¬ 
pension of Proposed Changes, and Al¬ 
lowing To Become Effective Subject to 

Refund 

August 30,1974. 

Respondent has filed a proposed change 
in rate and charge for the jurisdictional 
sale of natural gas. as set forth in Ap¬ 
pendix A hereof. 

The proposed changed rate and charge 
may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly dis¬ 
criminatory. or preferential, or other¬ 
wise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is in the pub¬ 
lic interest and consistent with the 
Natural Gas Act that the Commission 
enter upon a hearing regarding the law¬ 
fulness of the proposed change, and that 
the supplement herein be suspended and 
its use be deferred as ordered below. 

The Commission orders: (A) Under the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4 
and 15, the Regulations pertaining there¬ 
to (18 CFR, Chapter I), and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
a public hearing shall be held concerning 
the lawfulness of the proposed change. 

(B) Pending hearing and decision 
thereon, the rate supplement herein is 
suspended and its use deferred until date 
shown in the “Date Suspended Until” 
column. This supplement shall become 
effective, subject to refund, as of the ex¬ 
piration of the suspension period without 
any further action by the Respondent or 
by the Commission. Respondent shall 
comply with the refunding procedure re¬ 
quired by the Natural Gas Act and § 154.- 
102 of the regulations thereunder. 

(C) Unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission, neither the suspended sup¬ 
plement, nor the rate schedule sought to 
be altered, shall be changed until dis¬ 
position of this proceeding or expiration 
of the suspension period, whichever is 
earlier. 

By the Commission. 

TsealI Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 
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AiTKNorx A 


Docket Respondent 

No. 

Rate 

Sup- 

Purchaser And jiroduclng arwi 

Amount 

of 

annual 

increase 

Date 

tiling 

tendered 

Effective 

date 

unless 

suspended 

Date 

Cents per Met* 

Rate In 
effect sub¬ 
ject to 
refund In 
docket 
No. 

sched¬ 

ule 

No. 

Pi©* 

ment 

No. 

susf mnded 
until— 

Rate in 
effect 

Proposed 

increased 

rate 

R176-25... Continental Oil Co. 

259 

> 19 

El Paso Natural Gas Co. (Blanco 
Pictured Cliffs Area, Ban Juan 
County, N. Mex., Ban Juan 
Basin) (Rocky Mountain Area). 

$415 

7 31-74 


10-1-74 

•22.0 

*24.7680 



sinless otherwise sUlc<l,Uio prwwir© biise. te 15.025 16/inV . IoftR 

* AppUos to acreage added by Supplement Nos. 6 and 8 dated after Oct. I, 1988. 


* Subject to Blu adjustment up and down from 1,000 Btu. 


Appendix A 

The proposed rate Increase of Continental 
Oil Company exceeds the applicable area 
celling rate In Order No. 435 and Is suspended 
for one day. 

In regard to any sales of natural gas for 
which the proposed Increased rate la filed 
under the provisions of Oplnon No. 699. is¬ 
sued June 21. 1974. In Docket No. 3-89-B. no 
part of the proposed rate Increase above the 
prior applicable area celling rate may be made 
effective until the seller submits a statement 
In writing demonstrating that Opinion No. 
699 is applicable to the particular Increased 
rate filing. In whole or In part. The proposed 
increased rates for which such support shall 
have been satisfactorily demonstrated prior 
to September 23, 1974, will be made effective 
as of June 21, 1974. 

I PR Doc.74-20806 Filed 9-10-74; 8:45 amj 


(Docket Nos. RI75-261 

RATE CHANGES 

Order Providing for Hearing on and Sus¬ 
pension of Proposed Changes and Al¬ 
lowing To Become Effective Subject to 
Refund 

September 4.1974. 

Respondent has filed a proposed change 
in rate and charge for the jurisdictional 
sale of natural gas, as set forth in Ap¬ 
pendix A hereof. 

The proposed changed rate and charge 
may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly dis¬ 
criminatory, or preferential, or otherwise 
unlawful. 


The Commission finds: It is in the pub¬ 
lic interest and consistent with the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act that the Commission enter 
upon a hearing regarding the lawfulness 
of the proposed change, and that the 
supplement herein be suspended and its 
use be deferred as ordered below. 

The Commission orders: (A) Under 
the Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 
4 and 15. the Regulations pertaining 
thereto 118 CFR, Chapter 11, and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure. a public hearing shall be held 
concerning the lawfulness of the pro¬ 
posed change. 

(B) Pending hearing and decision 
thereon, the rate supplement herein is 
suspended and its use deferred until date 
shown in the “Date Suspended Until'* 
column. This supplement shall become 
effective, subject to refund, as of the ex¬ 
piration of the suspension period with¬ 
out any further action by the Respondent 
or by the Commission. Respondent shall 
comply with the refunding procedure 
required by the Natural Gas Act and 
§ 154.102 of the regulations thereunder. 

(C) Unless otherwise ordered by the 
Commission, neither the suspended sup¬ 
plement, nor the rate schedule sought 
to be altered, shall be changed until dis¬ 
position of this proceeding or expiration 
of the suspension period, whichever Is 
earlier. 

By the Commission. 

I seal 1 Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 


ArrENDix A 


Rate Bup- 

Docket Respondent echcd- plo- 

No. tile ment 

No. No. 


Amount Date 
Purchaser and producing area of filing 
annual tendered 
Increase 


Rate In 

Effective Date Cents per Mcf* effect sub¬ 
date suspended-Ject to 

unless until— Rate in Proposed refund In 
suspended effect Increased docket 

rate No. 


R175-28..... The Superior Oil Co.... 


162 


* 9 F.1 Paso Natural Gas Co. (Rojo. 

Caballes Fteld. Pecos Co., Tex.) 

(Permian Basin). 

?10.do... $37,892 

• 11.do... 18,760 


8-6-74 9-6-74 * Accepted 


8-6-74 9-6-74 ’Accepted. 

8-6-74 . 2-6-74 84. II 


34.8917 


* Union otherwise stated, the pressure base 19 14.6.1 IbAn* a. 
1 Contract agrement datod July 26,1974. 


* Applicable only to production from the Fred Schtosser Estate No. 1 (Ellenburgor) 
: Accepted to booomo effective Sept. 6,1974. 80 days after tiling. 
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NOTICES 


Appendix A 

The proposed rate Increase of Superior Oil 
Company to 34.8017 cents per Mcf Is sus¬ 
pended for five months because It exceeds 
the applicable area celling rate in the Per¬ 
mian Basin Area. 

[FR Doc.74-20807 Filed 9-10-74.8:46 am] 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

CHARTER BANCSHARES, INC. 

Order Approving Formation of Bank 
Holding Company 

Charter Bancshares, Inc. t Northfleld, 
Illinois, has applied for the Board’s ap¬ 
proval under section 3(a)(1) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)) of formation of a bank 
holding company through acquisition of 
80 percent or more of the voting shares 
of Bank of Winfield, Winfield. Illinois 
("Bank”). 

Notice of the application, affording op¬ 
portunity for interested persons to sub¬ 
mit comments and views, has been given 
In accordance with section 3(b) of the 
Act. The time for filing comments and 
views has expired. The application and 
all comments and views received have 
been considered in light of the public 
interest factors in section 3(c) of the Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

Bank, with deposits of $6.0 million as 
of December 31,1973, is the 886th largest 
bank in Illinois, and holds 0.011 per cent 
of total State deposits. Bank is the 261st 
largest of 278 banks in the Chicago 
banking market with 0.015 per cent of 
total commercial bank deposits. 

Applicant was recently organized by 
persons who control Bank and the pro¬ 
posal represents a corporate reorganiza¬ 
tion whereby those same persons will in¬ 
directly control Bank through Applicant. 
Among those persons who presently con¬ 
trol Bank, are several who are principals 
in two other one-bank holding compa¬ 
nies. The combined deposits of these 
three banking organizations account for 
0.17 percent of the Chicago banking mar¬ 
ket’s total deposits. Consummation of 
the subject proposal is not expected to 
result in any adverse competitive effects, 
nor will it result in undue concentration 
of banking resources in any relevant 
market. 

The financial condition, managerial 
resources, and future prospects of Bank 
appear to be generally satisfactory. The 
management of Applicant is composed in 
part from Bank’s directorate; and the 
financial condition of Applicant and its 
prospects, which will depend largely upon 
Bank at least initially, appear to be satis¬ 
factory. 

Although consummation of the subject 
proposal will not result in any imme¬ 
diate public benefits, in the future the 
local community served by Bank should 
benefit from some convenience-related 
services. It is the Board’s judgment that 
the transaction is in the public interest 
and that the application should be ap¬ 
proved. 

On the basis of the record, the applica¬ 
tion Is approved for the reasons sum¬ 


marized above. The transaction shall 
not be made (a) before the thirtieth 
calendar day following the effective date 
of this Order or (b) later than three 
months after the effective date of this 
Order, unless such period is extended 
for good cause by the Board, or by the 
Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago, pur¬ 
suant to delegated authority. 

By order of the Board of Governors, 41 
effective August 30, 1974. 

[seal] Theodore E. Allison, 

Assistant Secretary 
of the Board , 

IFR Doc.74-20935 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


EASTERN BANK CORP. 

Formation of Bank Holding Company 

Eastern Bank Corporation, Bay Port, 
Michigan, has applied for the Board’s 
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 UJS.C. 
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding 
company through acquisition of 62.46 
percent or more of the voting shares of 
Imlay City State Bank, Imlay City. 
Michigan; 55.98 percent or more of the 
voting shares of Akron State Bank, 
Akron, Michigan; and 54.38 percent or 
more of the voting shares of Bay Port 
State Bank, Bay Port, Michigan. The 
factors that are considered in acting on 
the application are set forth in section 
3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ¬ 
ing to the Secretary, Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20551 to be received not later 
than October 3,1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, September 5, 1974. 

TsealI Theodore E. Allison, 

Secretary of the Board . 

(FR Doc.74-20937 Filed 9-10-74;8:46 am] 


FARMERS ENTERPRISES, INC. 

Formation of Bank Holding Company 

Farmers Enterprises, Inc., Albert, 
Kansas, has applied for the Board’s ap¬ 
proval under section 3(a) (1) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a) 
(1)) to become a bank holding company 
through acquisition of 84.2 percent of the 
voting shares of The Farmers State 
Bank, Albert, Kansas. The factors that 
are considered in acting on the applica¬ 
tion are set forth In section 3(c) of the 
Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

Farmers Enterprises, Inc., has also ap¬ 
plied, pursuant to section 4(c) (8) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1843(c)(8)) and 5 225.4(b)(2) of the 
Board’s Regulation Y, for permission 


‘Voting for this action: Vice Chairman 
Mitchell, and Governors Brimmer, Sheehan, 
Bucher, Holland, and Wallich. Absent and 
not voting: Chairman Burns. 


to continue to engage in the activities of 
a general insurance agency, including 
the sale of fire, casualty, automobile and 
credit life and health insurance. Such 
insurance activities will be conducted at 
the offices of The Farmers State Bank 
in Albert, Kansas, a community that has 
a population of less than 5,000 persons. 
Notice of the application was published 
on May 29. 1974, in The Great Bend 
Daily Tribune, a newspaper circulated in 
Albert, Kansas. Such activities have been 
specified by the Board in § 225.4(a) 
of Regulation Y as permissible for bank 
holding companies, subject to Board ap¬ 
proval of individual proposals in accord¬ 
ance with the procedures of 5 225.4(b). 

Interested persons may express their 
views on the question whether consum¬ 
mation of the proposal can "reasonably 
be expected to produce benefits to the 
public, such as greater convenience, in¬ 
creased competition, or gains in efficien¬ 
cy. that outweigh possible adverse ef¬ 
fects, such as undue concentration of 
resources, decreased or unfair competi¬ 
tion. conflicts of interests, or unsound 
banking practices.” Any request for a 
hearing on this question should be ac¬ 
companied by a statement summarizing 
the evidence the person requesting the 
hearing proposes to submit or to elicit at 
the hearing and a statement of the rea¬ 
sons why this matter should not be re¬ 
solved without a hearing. 

The applications may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas 
City. 

Any views or requests for hearing 
should be submitted in writing and re¬ 
ceived by the Secretary, Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551, not later than 
October 3, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, September 5, 1974. 

[seal! Theodore E. Allison, 

Secretary of the Board. 

(FR Doc.74-20939 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


FIRSTBANK HOLDING CO. 

Formation of Bank Holding Company 

Firstbank Holding Company, Marietta, 
Oklahoma, has applied for the Board’s 
approval under section 3(a)(1) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding 
company through acquisition of 80 per¬ 
cent or more of the voting shares of 
Firstbank of Marietta, Marietta, Okla¬ 
homa. The factors that are considered 
in acting on the application are set forth 
in section 3(c) of the Act <12 U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The application may be Inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or at 
the Federal Reserve Bank of Kans as 
City. Any person wishing to comment on 
the application should submit views in 
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be re¬ 
ceived not later than September 25,1974. 
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Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, September 3, 1974. 

[seal] Theodore E. Allison, 
Secretary of the Board. 
[FR Doc.74-20942 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am| 


FIRST MACOMB CORP. 

Formation of Bank Holding Company 

First Macomb Corporation. Mount 
Clemens, Michigan, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(1) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to become a bank 
holding company through acquisition of 
100 percent of the voting shares of the 
successor by consolidation to Mount 
Clemens Bank, Mount Clemens, Mich¬ 
igan. The factors that are considered in 
acting on the application are set forth in 
section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The application mav be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ¬ 
ing to the Reserve Bank, to be received 
not later than September 25,1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, August 30, 1974. 

r seal] Theodore E. Allison, 

Assistant Secretary 
of the Board. 

(FR Doc.74 20889 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am| 


FIRST NATIONAL CHARTER CORP. 

Acquisition of Bank 

First National Charter Corporation. 
Kansas City, Missouri, has applied for 
the Board’s approval under Section 3 
(a)(3) of the Bank Holding Company 
Act (12 UJS.C. 1842(a)(3)) to acquire 
80 percent or more of the voting shares 
of First National Bank of Richmond, 
Richmond, Missouri. The factors that 
are considered in acting on the applica¬ 
tion are set forth in Section 3(c) of the 
Act (12 UJS.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas 
City. Any person wishing to comment 
on the application should submit views 
in writing to the Secretary, Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve Sys¬ 
tem, Washington, D.C. 20551 to be re¬ 
ceived not later than October 1, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, September 3, 1974. 

Lseal] Theodore E. Allison. 

Secretary of the Board . 

I FR Doc.74-20943 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am] 


SECURITY BANKSHARES. INC. 
Acquisition of Bank 

Security Bankshares, Inc., Waco. 
Texas, has applied for the Board s ap¬ 
proval under section 3(a) (3) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842 


NOTICES 

(a)(3)) to acquire all of the voting 
shares (less directors’ qualifying shares) 
of City State Bank in Wellington, Well¬ 
ington, Texas. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the application 
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ¬ 
ing to the Secretary, Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20551 to be received not 
later than October 1, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, September 5, 1974. 

[seal] Theodore E. Allison, 

Secretary of the Board . 

| FR Doc.74-20938 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am] 


TENNESSEE VALLEY BANCORP, INC. 

Order Approving Acquisition of Tennessee 
Valley Life Insurance Company 

Tennessee Valley Bancorp, Inc., Nash¬ 
ville, Tennessee, a bank holding company 
within the meaning of the Bank Holding 
Company Act, has applied for the Board’s 
approval, under section 4(c)(8) of the 
Act and 8 225.4(b)(2) of the Board’s 
Regulation Y, to acquire all of the voting 
shares of Tennessee Valley Life Insurance 
Company (“Company”), Phoenix, Ari¬ 
zona, a company to be organized de novo 
to engage in the underwriting, as re¬ 
insurer, of credit life insurance in con¬ 
nection with extension of credit by 
Applicant’s subsidiaries. Such activity 
has been determined by the Board to be 
closely related to banking (12 CFR 
225.4(a) (10)). 

Notice of the application, affording 
opportunity for interested persons to 
submit comments and views on the public 
interest factors has been duly published 
(39 FR 24541). The time for filing com¬ 
ments and views has expired, and the 
Board has considered the application and 
all comments received in light of the 
factors set forth in section 4(c) (8) of 
the Act (12 U.S.C. 1843(c)(8)). 

Applicant controls eight banks with 
aggregate deposits of $935 million repre¬ 
senting about 8 percent of total deposits 
in commercial banks in Tennessee. 1 
Company will be formed under Arizona 
law as a full reserve life insurance com¬ 
pany. Since Company will be qualified to 
underwrite insurance directly only in 
Arizona, its activities will be limited to 
acting as reinsurer of credit life insur¬ 
ance policies made available in connec¬ 
tion with extensions of credit by Appli¬ 
cant’s subsidiaries located in Tennessee. 
Such insurance would be directly under¬ 
written by an insurer qualified to under¬ 
write in Tennessee and would thereafter 


1 All banking data are as of December 31, 
1973, and represent bank holding company 
acquisitions approved by the Board through 
July 31. 1974. 
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be assigned or ceded to Company under a 
reinsurance agreement. 

Credit life and credit accident and 
health insurance is generally made avail¬ 
able by banks and other lenders and is 
designed to insure payment of a loan in 
the event of death or disability of a bor¬ 
rower. In connection with the addition 
of the underwriting of such insurance to 
the list of permissible activities for bank 
holding companies, the Board has 
stated: 

To insure that engaging in the underwrit¬ 
ing of credit life and credit accident and 
health Insurance can reasonably be expected 
to be in the public interest, the Board will 
only approve applications in which an Ap¬ 
plicant demonstrates that approval will 
benefit the consumer or result in other pub¬ 
lic benefits. Normally, such a showing would 
be made by projected reduction in rates or 
Increase in policy benefits due to bank hold¬ 
ing company performance of this service. 

Applicant has stated that it will provide 
credit life insurance at rates that are 
6.7 percent below the maximum rate of 
75 cents per $100 of coverage as author¬ 
ized by Tennessee. The Board believes 
that a reduction of this magnitude in the 
price of credit life insurance is a con¬ 
sideration favorable to the public in¬ 
terest. The Board concludes, therefore, 
that such public benefit, in the absence of 
any evidence in the record indicating 
the presence of any adverse statutory 
factors, provides support for the approval 
of the application to underwrite credit 
life insurance. 

Based upon the foregoing and other 
considerations reflected In the record, 
the Board has determined, in accordance 
with the provisions of section 4(c)(8), 
that consummation of this proposal can 
reasonably be expected to produce bene¬ 
fits to the public that outweigh possible 
adverse effects. Accordingly, the applica¬ 
tion is hereby approved. This determina¬ 
tion is subject to conditions set forth in 
section 225.4(c) of Regulation Y and to 
the Board’s authority to require such 
modification or termination of the ac¬ 
tivities of the holding company or any 
of its subsidiaries as the Board finds 
necessary to insure compliance with the 
provisions and ourposes of the Act and 
the Board’s regulations and orders Issued 
thereunder or to prevent evasion thereof. 

The transaction shall be made not 
later than three months after the effec¬ 
tive date of this Order unless such 
period is extended for good cause by the 
Board or by the Federal Reserve Bank of 
Atlanta pursuant to delegated authority. 

By order of the Board of Governors," 
effective September 4,1974. 

I seal! Theodore E. Allison, 

Secretary of the Board . 

[FR Doc.74-20936 Filed 9-10-74;8:46 amj 


9 Voting for this action: Chairman Burns 
and Governors Mitchell, 8heehan, Holland, 
and Walllch. Absent and not voting: Gov¬ 
ernor Bucher. 
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TRUST COMPANY OF GEORGIA 

Acquisition of Bank Shares Held in a 
Fiduciary Capacity 

Trust Company of Georgia* Atlanta, 
Georgia, has applied for the Board's per¬ 
mission under section 3(a) (3) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a) (3)) to retain indirectly, through 
its wholly owned subsidiary. Trust Com¬ 
pany of Georgia Associates, Atlanta, 
Georgia, 6.77 percent of the voting shares 
of Lowndes Bank of Clarksburg, Clarks¬ 
burg, West Virginia, which shares are 
held by a subsidiary of Trust Company 
of Georgia Associates, The First National 
Bank & Trust Company in Macon, 
Macon, Georgia, in a fiduciary capacity 
with sole voting rights thereto as execu¬ 
tor under a will. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the application 
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or at 
the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ¬ 
ing to the Secretary, Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20551, to be received not later 
than October 1, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, September 3, 1974. 

[seal] Theodore E. Allison, 
Secretary of the Board . 

[PR Doc.74-20940 Piled 9-10-74;8:46 am] 


UNITED BANCSHARES OF NEBRASKA, 
INC. 

Formation of Bank Holding Company 

United Bancshares of Nebraska, Inc., 
Lincoln, Nebraska, has applied for the 
Board's approval under section 3(a)(1) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
UB.C. 1842(a)(1)) to become a bank 
holding company through acquisition of 
100 percent of the voting shares (less 
directors' qualifying shares) of Old Mill 
National Bank, Douglas County, Ne¬ 
braska. The factors that are considered 
in acting on the application are set forth 
in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or at 
the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas 
City. Any person wishing to comment on 
the application should submit views in 
writing to the Secretary, Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551 to be received 
not later than September 25, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, September 3, 1974. 

I seal] Theodore E. Allison, 

Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc.74-20941 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 amj 


UNITED CAROLINA BANCSHARES CORP. 

Order Approving Acquisition of Hometown 
Loan Corporation 

United Carolina Bancshares Corpora¬ 
tion, Whiteville, North Carolina, a bank 


holding company within the meaning of 
the Bank Holding Company Act, has ap¬ 
plied for the Board’s approval, under 
section 4(c) (8) of the Act and § 225.4 

(b) (2) of the Board’s Regulation Y, to 
acquire all of the voting shares of Home¬ 
town Loan Corporation, Manchester, 
Georgia (“Company*'), a company that 
engages in the activities of a consumer 
finance company and as sales agent for 
credit life, credit disability, and credit 
physical damage insurance directly re¬ 
lated to its extensions of credit. Such 
activities have been determined by the 
Board to be closely related to banking 
(12 CFR 225.4(a) (1) and (9)). 

Notice of the application, affording 
opportunity for interested persons to sub¬ 
mit comments and views on the public 
interest factors, has been duly published 
(39 FR. 19287). The time for filing com¬ 
ments and views has expired, and the 
Board has considered the application and 
all comments received in light of the 
public interest factors set forth in section 
4(c)(8) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1843 

(c) (8)). 

Applicant, the sixth largest* banking 
organization in North Carolina, controls 
four banks with aggregate deposits of 
$348.2 million, representing three per¬ 
cent of the total deposits in commercial 
banks in the State. 1 Applicant's non¬ 
banking subsidiaries engage in activities 
Including consumer finance and making 
and servicing mortgage loans. 

Company is a consumer loan company * 
operating under the Georgia Industrial 
Lor.n Act and is permitted to make per¬ 
sonal cash loans not in excess of $2,500. 
It operates nine offices In the southwest¬ 
ern portion of Georgia and, as of Jan¬ 
uary 31. 1974, had total net receivables 
of $2.6 million, which represents less than 
one percent of the total amount of such 
loans outstanding in the State. Appli¬ 
cant's consumer finance subsidiary, First 
Credit Corporation, Shallotte, North 
Carolina (“First Credit”), operates four 
offices in North Carolina and makes per¬ 
sonal cash loans not in excess of $900. 
As of year end 1973, First Credit had 
total outstandings of $1.5 million. The 
closest office of First Credit to any office 
of Company is over 350 miles and it ap¬ 
pears that First Credit does not derive 
any business from the geographic areas 
served by Company, and conversely. 
Company does not operate in any areas 
served by Applicant’s lending subsidi¬ 
aries. Accordingly, consummation of the 
proposal would not eliminate any exist¬ 
ing competiton between Applicant and 
Company. Furthermore, Applicant is not 
considered to be a likely de novo entrant 
into areas served by Company in view 
of the size of the towns in which Com¬ 
pany operates and their respective dis¬ 
tances from Applicant. On the basis of 
these facts, the Board concludes that 


1 All banking data are as of December 31, 

1073, and reflect bank holding company for¬ 
mations and acquisitions approved by the 
Board through July 31, 1974. 

3 Company also owns a furniture and 
Jewelry store, but Applicant has committed 
that those activities will be divested by Com¬ 
pany prior to the date of consummation of 

the acquisition. 


consummation of this proposal would 
have no adverse effect on existing or fu¬ 
ture competition. 

Company is also engaged in the sale of 
credit life, credit disability, and credit 
physical damage insurance directly re¬ 
lated to its extensions of credit and these 
insurance activities have been deter¬ 
mined by the Board to be closely related 
to banking under § 225.4(a) (9) (ii) of 
Regulation Y. In addition. Company sells 
level term credit life insurance in con¬ 
nection with its installment loans. 1 3 Such 
insurance activities are permissible for 
bank holding companies, pursuant to 
§ 225.4(a) (9) (iii) of Regulation Y, in 
communities with populations not ex¬ 
ceeding 5.000 persons. 4 * The balance of 
Company’s insurance activities are in ac¬ 
cordance with § 225.4(a) (9) (ii) (c) of 
Regulation Y. From the facts of record, 
and in view of the nature of Company’s 
insurance business, it does not appear 
that the continuation of these insurance 
activities upon approval of the applica¬ 
tion would have any adverse effect on 
existing or future competition. 

Consummation of the transaction 
would increase the financial resources 
available to Company, thereby enabling 
It to better serve the residents of the lo¬ 
cal areas in which Company operates. 
Applicant would also provide manage¬ 
ment direction and assist Company in 
becoming a more effective competitor in 
those areas. There is no evidence in the 
record indicating that consummation of 
the proposed transaction would result 
in any undue concentration of resources, 
unfair competition, conflicts of interests, 
unsound banking practices or other ad¬ 
verse effects on the public interest. 

Based upon the foregoing and other 
considerations reflected in the record, 
the Board has determined, in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of section 
4(c) (8), that consummation of this pro¬ 
posal can reasonably be expected to pro¬ 
duce benefits to the public that outweigh 
possible adverse effects. Accordingly, the 
application Is hereby approved. This de¬ 
termination is subject to the conditions 
set forth in § 225.4(c) of Regulation Y 
and to the Board's authority to require 
such modification or termination of the 
activities of a holding company or any of 
its subsidiaries as the Board finds neces¬ 
sary to assure compliance with the pro¬ 
visions and purposes of the Act and the 
Board’s regulations and orders issued 
thereunder, or to prevent evasion 
thereof. 

The transaction shall be made not 
later than three months after the effec¬ 
tive date of this Order, unless such period 
is extended for good cause by the Board 
or by the Federal Reserve Bank of Rich¬ 
mond. 


8 The Board does not regard the sale of level 
term credit life Insurance in connection with 
Installment lending as being directly related 
to an extension of credit under § 226.4(a) (9) 
(11) of Regulation Y. (See appUcation of Fi¬ 
delity Corporation of Pennsylvania to acquire 
Local Finance Corporation. 1973 Federal Re¬ 
serve Bulletin 472). 

* In eight of the nine towns in which Com¬ 
pany sells level term credit life Insurance* 
the population Is less than 5,000 persons. 
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By order of the Board of Governors/ 
effective August 30, 1974. 

[seal] Theodore E. Allison, 

Assistant Secretary 

of the Board. 

[FR Doc.74-20034 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 amj 


INTERIM COMPLIANCE PANEL 
(COAL MINE HEALTH AND SAFETY) 

H & L COAL CO. AND 
MARY E. COAL CO. INC. 

Applications for Renewal Permits; Electric 
Face Equipment Standard; Opportunity 
for Public Hearing 

Applications for Renewal Permits for 
Noncompliance with the Electric Face 
Equipment Standard prescribed by the 
Federal Coal Mine Health and Safety Act 
of 1969 have been received for items of 
equipment in underground coal mines as 
follows: 

(1) ICP Docket No. 4076-000. H & I* Coal Co., 

Mine No. 1. Mine ID No. 44 01776 0. 
Hurley. Va.: 

ICP Permit No. 4076-007 (Jeffrey 
Miner, Ser. No. 33943). 

(2) ICP Docket No. 4225-000, Mary E. Coal 

Co., Inc., Mine No. 2, Mine ID No. 44 
00526 0. Whltewood. Va.: 

ICP Permit No. 4225-001 (S&S 88 
Tractor. I.D. No. ME~4), 

ICP Permit No. 4225-002 (S&S 88 
Tractor. Ser. No. 2161), 

ICP Permit No. 4225-003 (S&S 120 
Tractor. Ser. No. 43063), 

ICP Permit No. 4225-004 (S&S 120 
Tractor, Ser. No. 82964), 

ICP Permit No. 4225-005 (S&S 100 
Tractor. Ser. No. 9216.*: , 

ICP Permit No. 4225-012 (Stacy 

Spinner Loading Machine, I.D. No. 
S-S WB-ME—3), 

ICP Permit No. 4225-013 (Stacy 

Spinner Loading Machine, IX). No. 
8-SB-EH-ME-2). 

ICP Permit No. 4225-014 (Stacy 

Spinner Loading Machine, IX). No. 
S-SB-ME-l). 

ICP Permit No. 4225-015 (Royal 

Cutting Machine, I.D. No. R-ME- 

• 2 ). 

ICP Permit No. 4225-016 (Royal 

Cutting Machine. I.D. No. R-ME- 

1 ). 

ICP Permit No. 4225-017 (Goodman 
212 Cutting Machine. I.D. No. G- 
212 - ME -3). 

In accordance with the provisions of 
5 504.7(b) of Title 30, Code of Federal 
Regulations, notice is hereby given that 
requests for public hearing as to an ap¬ 
plication for a renewal permit may be 
filed on or before September 26, 1974. 
Requests for public hearing must be filed 
in accordance with 30 CFR Part 505 (35 
FR 11296, July 15, 1970), as amended, 
copies of which may be obtained from the 
Panel upon request. 


“Voting for this action: Vice Chairman 
Mitchell and Governors Brimmer, Sheehan, 
Bucher, HoUond and Walllch. Absent and 
hot voting: Chairman Burns. 


A copy of each application is available 
for inspection and requests for public 
hearing may be filed in the office of the 
Correspondence Control Officer, Interim 
Compliance Panel, Room 800, 1730 K 
Street NW., Washington; D.C. 20006. 

George A. Hornbeck, 

Chairman , 

Interim Compliance Panel. 

September 4, 1974. 

[FR Doc.74-20899 FUed 9-10-74:8:45 amj 


M & C COAL CO. INC. 

Application for Renewal Permit; Electric 
Face Equipment Standard; Opportunity 
for Public Hearing 

Application for a Renewal Permit for 
Noncompliance with the Electric Face 
Equipment Standard prescribed by the 
Federal Coal Mine Health and Safety 
Act of 1969 has been received for the item 
of equipment in underground coal mine 
as follows: 

ICP Docket No. 4061-000, M & C Coal Com¬ 
pany, Inc., 

Mine No. 1, Mine ID No. 46 01973 0, 
Northfork, West Virginia, 

ICP Permit No. 4061-001-R^l (Kersey 944 
Rubber Tire Tractor, I.D. No. 100). 

In accordance with the provisions of 
§ 504.7(b) of Title 30, Code of Federal 
Regulations, notice is hereby given that 
requests for public hearing as to an ap¬ 
plication for a renewal permit may be 
filed on or before September 26, 1974. 
Requests for public hearing must be filed 
in accordance with 30 CFR Part 505 (35 
FR 11296, July 15, 1970), as amended, 
copies of which may be obtained from the 
Panel upon request. 

A copy of each application Is available 
for inspection and requests for public 
hearing may be filed in the office of the 
Correspondence Control Officer, Interim 
Compliance Panel, Room 800, 1730 K 
Street NW., Washington. D.C. 20006. 

C. Don/xd Nagle, 

Vice Chairman , 
Interim Compliance Panel. 

September 6, 1974. 

(FR Doc.74-20898 FUed 9-10-74:8:45 am| 


PECCO COAL CO. INC. ET AL 

Applications for Renewal Permits; Electric 
Face Equipment Standard; Opportunity 
for Public Hearing 

Application*! for Renewal Permits for 
Noncompliance with the Electric Face 
Equipment Standard prescribed by the 
Federal Coal Mine Health and Safety 
Act of 1969 have been received for items 
of equipment in underground coal mines 
as follows: 

(1) ICP Docket No. 4193-000, Pecco Coal 
Co., Inc., Mine No. 4, Mine ID No. 
16 04238 0, Belfry. Ky.: 

ICP Permit No. 4193-003-R-l (Por¬ 
ter Battery Lizard, I.D. No. 12). 


(2) ICP Docket No. 4197-000, Hobbs Bros. 

Coal Co.. Inc., Mine No. 7, Mine ID 
No. 44 02705 0, Whltewood. Va.: 

ICP Permit No. 4197-003 (S&S 80 
Tractor. IX). No. HB-1-7). 

ICP Permit No. 4197-004 (S&S 88 
Tractor. Ser. No. 1462), 

ICP Permit No. 4197-005 (Stacy 
Spinner Loading Machine, I.D. No. 
S-SB—EH-EB—1), 

ICP Permit No. 4197-009 (Goodman 
212 Cutting Machine. I.D. No. 
G-212-HB-2-7). 

(3) ICP Docket No. 4226-000. Hobbs Bros. 

Coal Co., Inc.. Mine No. 15, Mine ID 
No. 44 00533 0, Whltewood, Va.: 

ICP Permit No. 4226-005 (S&S 80 
Tractor, I.D. No. HB-3-13). 

ICP Permit Nr 4226-008 (S&S 80 
Battery Tractor, IX). No. HB- 
5-15), 

ICP Permit No. 4226-010 (Stacy’3 
Spinner Loading Machine, I.D. 
No. S—SB—HB-2). 

(4) ICP Docket No. 42900-000, Broyles & 

Dotson Coal Co., Mine No. 6, Mine 
ID No. 44 01539 0. Hurley. Va.: 

ICP Permit No. 4290-006 (Epllng 
GS102 3-Wheel Battery Powered 
Tractor. I D. No. 6). 

ICP Permit No. 4290-007 (Epllng 
GS204 3-Wheel Battery Powered 
Tractor, I.D. No. 7). 

In accordance with the provisions of 
§ 504.7(b) of Title 30. Code of Federal 
Regulations, notice is hereby given that 
requests for public hearing as to an ap¬ 
plication for a renewal ijermit may be 
filed on or before September 26, 1974. 
Requests for public hearing must be filed 
in accordance with 30 CFR Part 505 (35 
FR 11296, July 15, 1970), as amended, 
copies of which may be obtained from 
the Panel upon request. 

A copy of each application is available 
for inspection and requests for public 
hearing may be filed in the office of the 
Correspondence Control Officer, Interim 
Compliance Panel, Room 800, 1730 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20006. 

George A. Hornbeck, 

Chairman , 

Interim Compliance Panel . 

September 4,1974. 

[FR Doc.74—20900 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am] 

INTERNATIONAL JOINT COMMIS¬ 
SION UNITED STATES AND CANADA 

FURTHER REGULATION OF GREAT LAKES 
WATER LEVELS 

Notice of Public Hearings 

The Governments of Canada and the 
United States requested the Interna¬ 
tional Joint Commission to determine 
whether it would be practicable and in 
the public interest to further regulate 
the Great Lakes or any of them so as to 
bring about a more beneficial range of 
water levels. The Commission’s enquiry 
has entered its final phase with receipt 
of the technical report of its Interna¬ 
tional Great Lakes Levels Board. Before 
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preparing its own report and recom¬ 
mendations to the two Governments, the 
Commission will conduct hearings to 
obtain the public’s views concerning fur¬ 
ther regulation of Great Lakes Water 
Levels and its reactions to the Board’s 
report. 

Copies of the Board’s report and an 
illustrated summary may be obtained 
without charge from the Secretary of 
either section upon request. 

The hearings required by Treaty are 
international in nature and irrespective 
of the location in which they are being 
held, the citizens of both the United 
States and Canada a-o Livited to attend 
and participate. At the hearings, infor¬ 
mation, statements and views may be 
presented orally or in writing. If written 
statements are to be submitted, it is re¬ 
quested that if possible, thirty (30) 
copies be provided 10 days before the 
hearing for the Commission’s use. Addi¬ 
tional copies may be deposited with the 
Secretaries at the hearings for the use 
of the news media and others nresent. 
Times and Places of Hearings 

Monday, October 21, 1974, 10 a.m.. McGregor 
Memorial Conference Center, Wayne 8tatc 
University, Detroit, Mich. 

Wednesday. October 23. 1974, 2 p.m. and 8 
pjn.. Centennial Room, Municipal Library, 
Sault Ste. Marie, Ontario. 

Friday, October 25, 1974, 3 p.m. and 8 p.m.. 
City Council Chambers, City Hall, Thunder 
Bay, Ontario. 

Wednesday, November 6, 1974, 10 ajn., 

Ramada Inn, 2967 Henry Street, Mus¬ 
kegon, Mich. 

Thursday, November 7, 1974, 3 pjn. and 
8 pjn., Ramada Inn—Airport, 6401 South 
13th Street, Milwaukee. WIs. 

Friday, November 8, 1974, 3 p.m. and 8 p.m., 
Badisson Hotel, Great Hall, 605 West 
Superior St., Duluth, Minn. 

Monday. November 18, 1974, 10 a.m.. National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration, 
Lewis Research Center, Auditorium, 2100 
Brook Park Road (near Hopkins Airport), 
Cleveland, Ohio. 

Wednesday, November 20, 1974, 10 ajn., Flag¬ 
ship Rochester, Stuart Room, 70 State 
8treet, Rochester, N.Y. 

Thursday, November 21, 1974, 3 pjn., Board 
of Control Chambers, City Hall, Hamilton, 
Ontario. 

Friday. November 22, 1974, 2 pjn. and 8 pjru. 
Holiday Inn. Owen Sound, Ontario. 

Friday, December 6, 1974, 2 p.m. and 8 p.m., 
Montreal, Quebec (location to be an¬ 
nounced) . 

William A. Bullard. Secretary, UB. Section, 
International Joint Commission, 1717 H 
Street NW., Room 203, Washington, D.C. 
20440. Phone: (202) 296-2142. 

David G. Chance, Secretary, Canadian Sec¬ 
tion, International Joint Commission, 161 
Slater Street, Suite 850, Ottawa, Ontario, 
Canada KIP 61, Phone: (613) 992-2945. 

September 5,1974. 

[FR Doc.74-20892 Filed 9-10-74:8:43 am] 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE ADMINISTRATION 

(Notice 74-56] 

DIRECT AWARDS OF $10 MILLION 
OR MORE 

List of Aerospace Contractors 
The following is a list of aerospace 
contractors which received direct NASA 


awards totalling $10 million or more in 
Fiscal Year 1974. This list is published 
pursuant to section 6 of Public Law 91- 
119, as amended by section 7 of Public 
Law 91-303 (84 Stat. 372; 42 U.S.C. 
2462, 1970 Supp.). For related NASA re¬ 
porting requirements, see 14 CFR Part 
1208. 

American Airlines, Inc. 

633 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10017 
The Bendlx Corp. 

Bcndtx Center 

Southfield. MI 48076 

The Boeing Company 

7755 East Marginal Way 

Seattle. WA 98124 

California Institute of Technology 

1201 E. California Blvd. 

Pasadena. CA 91109 
Chrysler Corp. 

P.O. Box 757 
Detroit, MI 48231 
Computer Sciences Corp. 

660 N. Sepulveda Blvd. 

El Segundo, CA 90245 
Fairchild Industries, Inc. 

20301 Century Blvd. 

Germantown, MD 20767 

Federal Electric Corp. 

621 Industrial Avenue 
Paramus. NJ 07652 
General Dynamics Corp. 

Plerie Laclede Center 
St. Louis, MO 63105 
General Electric Company 
3135 Easton Turnpike 
Fairfield, CT 06431 
Grumman Aerospace Corp. 

South Oyster Bay Road 
Bethpage, NY 11714 
Harris Corp. 

66 Public Square 
Cleveland. OH 44113 
Honeywell. Inc. 

2701 Fourth Avenue South 
Minneapolis, MN 55408 
Hughes Aircraft Company 
Centinela Avenue & Teale Street 
Culver City, CA 90230 
International Business Machines Corp. 

Old Orchard Road 
Armonk. NT 10504 
LTV Aerospace Corp. 

P.O. Box 5907 
Dallas, TX 75222 
Litton Systems, Inc. 

360 North Crescent Drive 
Beverly Hills, CA 90210 
Lockheed Electronics Co., Inc. 

UJ3. Highway 22 
Plainfield, NJ 07601 
Martin Marietta Corp. 

277 Park Avenue 
New York, NY 10017 

McDonnell Douglas Corp. 

P.O. Box 516 

St. Louis, MO 63166 

Morrison-Knudsen Co., Inc. 

P.O. Box 7808 
Boise, ID 83729 
Northrop Services, Inc. 

600 East Orangethorpe Avenue 
Anaheim. CA 92801 

Philco-Ford Corp. 

Union Meeting Road 
Blue Bell, PA 19422 

RCA Corp. 

30 Rockefeller Plaza 
New York, NY 10020 


Rockwell International Corp. 

600 Grant Street 
Pittsburgh, PA 15219 
Sperry Rand Corp. 

1290 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, NY 10019 % 

TRW. Inc 

23555 Euclid Avenue 
Cleveland. OH 44117 
Teledyne Industries, Inc. 

1901 Avenue of the Stars 
Los Angeles, CA 00067 
Textron, Inc. 

40 Westminster Street 
Providence. RI 02903 
Thiokol Corp. 

P.O. Box 27 
Bristol. PA 19007 
United Aircraft Corp. 

400 Main Street 

East Hartford, CT 06108 

J. O’Neil Mackey, Jr., 
Acting Assistant Administrator 
for Procurement. 

(FR Doc.74-20893 Plied 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


TARIFF COMMISSION 

| TEA-W244 ] 

BLUE RIDGE SHOE CO. 

Notice of Investigation Regarding Workers’ 
Petition for Determination 

On the basis of a petition filed under 
section 301(a) <2) of the Trade Expan¬ 
sion Act of 1962, on behalf of the workers 
and former workers of the Tifton, 
Georgia, plant of Blue Ridge Shoe Com¬ 
pany, Wilkesboro, North Carolina, a 
wholly-owned subsidiary of Melville 
Shoe Corp., Harrison, New York, the 
United States Tariff Commission on 
September 6, 1974, instituted an inves¬ 
tigation under section 301(c)(2) of the 
Act to determine whether, as a result in 
major part of concessions granted under 
trade agreements, articles like or directly 
competitive with footwear for men and 
boys (of the types provided for in item 
700.55 of the Tariff Schedules of the 
United States) produced by said firm are 
being imported into the United States in 
such increased quantities as to cause, or 
threaten to cause, the unemployment or 
underemployment of a significant num¬ 
ber or proportion of the workers of such 
firm or an appropriate subdivision 
thereof. 

The optional public hearing afforded 
by law has not been requested by the 
petitioners. Any other party showing a 
proper interest in the subject matter of 
the investigation may request a hearing, 
provided such request is filed on or be¬ 
fore September 23, 1974. 

The petition filed in this case is avail¬ 
able for inspection at the Office of the 
Secretary, United States Tariff Commis¬ 
sion, 8th and E Streets NW, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., and at the New York City 
office of the Tariff Commission located 
at 6 World Trade Center. 

Issued: September 6, 1974, 

By order of the Commission. 

(seal! Kenneth R. Mason, 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.74-20995 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 
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NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 

SCIENCE ADVISORY STAFFS 

Notice of Meeting With Representatives of 

Scientific and Professional Societies 

In order to improve channels of com¬ 
munication with members of scientific 
and professional societies, the Science 
Advisory Staffs hold informal discus¬ 
sions from time to time with various rep¬ 
resentatives of these societies to discuss 
issues of mutual interest. While these ad 
hoc informal discussions with the Sci¬ 
ence Advisory Staffs are not considered 
to be meetings of “advisory committees'’ 
as that term is defined in section 3 of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (P.L. 
92-436), these sessions are believed to be 
of sufficient importance and interest to 
the general public to have them opened 
for public attendance and observation. 

A meeting of representatives of various 
scientific and professional societies with 
the Science Advisory Staffs is scheduled 
to be held on Thursday, October 10, 
1974. in the Board Room of the National 
Science Foundation. Room 540, at 1800 
G Street NW„ Washington, D.C. 20550. 
The meeting will begin at 9 o’clock a.m. 
and will conclude at or about 4 o’clock 
p.m. The subject matters for discussion 
include: 

(1) The Development of Policy Alter¬ 
natives within Societies. 

(2) Public Interactions of Societies in 
Policy Areas. 

(3) Society Programs—Present activi¬ 
ties and Future Plans. 

(4) Future Interactions between the 
NSF Science and Technology Policy 
Office and Scientific and Professional 
Societies. 

Members of the public are invited to 
observe this meeting. Space will be avail¬ 
able on a first-come, first-served basis. 
Public participation is limited to ques¬ 
tions or statements submitted to the 
Chairman in writing or to such oral pres¬ 
entations as the Chairman may permit 
within available time. Persons wishing 
to attend such meeting are requested to 
either write or phone Dr. Robert Hughes, 
Science and Technology Policy Office, 
National Science Foundation, 1800 G 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20550, 
telephone 202/632-9495. 

Dated: September4, 1974. 

H. Guyford Stever, 
Director . 

|FR Doc.74-20890 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE OF REPORTS 
List of Requests 

The following is a list of requests for 
clearance of reports intended for use in 
collecting information from the public 
received by the Office of Management 
and Budget on September 6, 1974 (44 


U.S.C. 3509). The purpose of publishing 
this list in the Federal Register is to 
inform the public. 

The list includes the title of each re¬ 
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of in¬ 
formation; the agency form number, if 
applicable; the frequency with which 
the information is proposed to be col¬ 
lected; the name of the reviewer or re¬ 
viewing division within OMB, and an in¬ 
dication of who will be the respondents 
to the proposed collection. 

The symbol (x) identifies proposals 
which appear to raise no significant is¬ 
sues, and are to be approved after brief 
notice through this release. 

Further Information about the Items 
on this Daily List may be obtained from 
the Clearance Office, Office of Manage¬ 
ment and Budget, Washington, D.C. 
20503 (202-395-4529). 

New Forms 
action 

School MaUer, Form__ Annual, Lowry, 

Schools. 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND 
WELFARE 

Social and Rehabilitation Service: Survey of 
Sheltered Workshop Programs and Serv¬ 
ices. Form__ Single time, HRD/Sunder- 

hauf. Sheltered workshop clients & staff. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

National Park Service: Monument Valley— 

Socio-Economic Survey: Form _t, __ Single 

time, NRD/Planchon, Navajo families 
owning grazing permits. 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 

State Departments of Education—Question¬ 
naire. Form__ Single time, Planchon, 

State depts. of educ. officials. 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Departmental: Battelle, Contract DOT OS 
40023 and Questionnaire, Form, Single 
time, Strasser, Oil Pipeline operators. 

Revisions 

None. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management: Soldiers’ Ad¬ 
ditional Homestead Application, Form 
2221-2, Occasional, Evinger (x). Individ¬ 
uals. 

Phillip D. Larsen, 
Budget and Management Officer . 
[FR Doc.74-21052 FUed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 

STATION COMMITTEE ON EDUCATIONAL 
ALLOWANCES 

Notice of Meeting 

September 4, 1974. 
Notice is hereby given pursuant to Sec¬ 
tion V, Review Procedure and Hearing 
Rules, Station Committee on Educational 
Allowances that on September 19, 1974, 
at 10 a.m., the Veterans Administration 
Regional Office Station Committee on 


Educational Allowances shall at Waco, 
Texas, conduct a hearing to determine 
whether Veterans Administration bene¬ 
fits to all eligible persons enrolled in 
Draughon’s Business College, Abilene, 
Texas, should be discontinued, as pro¬ 
vided in 38 CFR 21.4134, because a re¬ 
quirement of law is not being met or a 
provision of the law has been violated. 
All interested persons shall be permitted 
to attend, appear before, or file state¬ 
ments with the committee at that time 
and place. 

Dated: September 4. 1974. 

Jack Coker, 

Director , VA Regional Office, 

Waco, Texas 76710. 

(FR Doc.74-20944 FUed 9-10-74;8:45 ami 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Office of the Secretary 

[Secretary of Labor’s Order No. 20-74) 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR 
LABOR-MANAGEMENT RELATIONS 

Delegation of Authority and Assignment of 
Responsibility 

1. Purpose. To delegate authority to 
the Assistant Secretary for Labor- 
Management Relations. 

2. Background. Section 4082(b) of the 
Employee Retirement Income Security 
Act of 1974 provides that notices of em¬ 
ployee pension benefit plan terminations 
which occurred after June 30, 1974, and 
prior to September 2, 1974, shall be filed 
with the Secretary of Labor. 

3. Delegation of authority and assign¬ 
ment of responsibility. The Assistant 
Secretary for Labor-Management Rela¬ 
tions is delegated and authorized to re¬ 
ceive notices described in section 4082 
(b), Employee Retirement Income Secu¬ 
rity Act of 1974, to give evidence of re¬ 
ceipt of each such notice to the sender 
thereof; to certify to the Pension Bene¬ 
fit Guaranty Corporation the date of re¬ 
ceipt of all such notices; and to transmit 
all such notices and certifications to the 
Executive Director of such Corporation. 

4. Reservation of authority. Except for 
the delegation and assignment described 
in paragraph 3 of this Order, all other 
authority and responsibilities vested in 
the Secretary of Labor under the Em¬ 
ployee Retirement Income Security Act 
of 1974 are expressly reserved. 

5. Redelegation and reassignment. The 
authority and responsibility delegated in 
paragraph 3 of this Order may be redele¬ 
gated and reassigned. 

6. Effective date. This Order is effec¬ 
tive September 3, 1974. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 3rd 
day of September 1974. 

Peter J. Brennan, 
Secretary of Labor . 

[FR Doc.74-20952 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice 588] 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

September 6, 1974. 

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone¬ 
ment, cancellation, or oral argument ap¬ 
pear below and will be published only 
once. This list contains prospective as¬ 
signments only and does not include 
cases previously assigned hearing dates. 
The hearings will be on the issues as 
presently reflected in the Official Docket 
of the Commission. An attempt will be 
made to publish notices of cancellation 
of hearings as promptly as possible, but 
interested parties should take appropri¬ 
ate steps to insure that they are notified 
of cancellation or postponements of 
hearings in which they are interested. No 
amendments will be entertained after the 
date of this publication. 

MC 116004 Sub 31, Texas-Oklahoma Express, 
Inc., now assigned September 9, 1974, at 
Oklahoma City, Okla.. Is cancelled and 
transferred to modified procedure. 

MC 113678 Sub 504, Curtis, Inc., now assigned 
September 23. 1974, Is cancelled and ap¬ 
plication dismissed. 

MC 106644 Sub 173, Superior Trucking Com¬ 
pany, Inc., now assigned September 16, 
1974, at Chicago, Ill., is cancelled and the 
application is dismissed. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-21016 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am] 


[AB 6 (Sub-No. 5) ] 

BURLINGTON NORTHERN INC. 

Notice of Abandonment 

August 27, 1974. 

In the matter of Burlington Northern 
Inc., abandonment between Amazonia 
and Savannah, Andrews County, Mo. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
hereby gives notice that: 1. On Saturday, 
August 3, 1974, notice was published in 
Andrews County, Mo., that an environ¬ 
mental threshold assessment survey was 
made in the above-entitled proceeding 
and based on that assessment an order 
was served finding that the proceeding 
does not constitute a major Federal ac¬ 
tion significantly affecting the quality of 
the human environment within the 
meaning of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. 
4321, et seq. 2. No comments in opposi¬ 
tion, of an environmental nature, were 
received by the Commission in response 
to the August 3, 1974, notice. 3. This 
proceeding is now ready for further dis¬ 
position within the Office of Hearings or 
the Office of Proceedings as appropriate. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-21011 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am] 


[AB 6 (Sub-No. 13) ] 

BURLINGTON NORTHERN INC. 

Notice of Abandonment 

August 27, 1974. 

In the matter of Burlington Northern, 
Inc., abandonment, between Wadena 
Junction and Battle Lake, Wadena and 
Otter Tail Counties, Minn. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
hereby gives notice that: 1. On Satur¬ 
day, July 6, 1974, notice was published in 
Wadena and Otter Tail Counties, Minn., 
that an environmental threshold assess¬ 
ment survey was made in the above- 
entitled proceeding and based on that 
assessment an order was served finding 
that the proceeding does not constitute 
a major Federal action significantly af¬ 
fecting the quality of the human envi¬ 
ronment within the meaning of the Na¬ 
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(NEPA), 42 U.S.C. 4321, et seq. 2. No 
comments in opposition, of an environ¬ 
mental nature, were received by the 
Commission in response to the July 6, 
1974, notice. 3. This proceeding is now 
ready for further disposition within the 
Office of Hearings or the Office of Pro¬ 
ceedings as appropriate. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-21010 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 
[AB 86] 

CHESWICK AND HARMAR RAILROAD CO. 

Notice of Abandonment 

August 27, 1974. 

In the matter of Cheswick and Har- 
mar Railroad Company, abandonment in 
Springdale Township, Allegheny County, 
Pennsylvania. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
hereby gives notice that: 1. On Friday, 
August 2, 1974, notice was published in 
Allegheny County, Pa., that an environ¬ 
mental threshold assessment survey was 
made in the above-entitled proceeding 
and based on that assessment an order 
was served finding that the proceeding 
does not constitute a major Federal ac¬ 
tion significantly affecting the quality of 
the human environment within the 
meaning of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. 
4321, et seq. 2. No comments In op¬ 
position, of an environmental nature, 
were received by the Commission in re¬ 
sponse to the August 2, 1974, notice. 3. 
This proceeding is now ready for further 
disposition within the Office of Hearings 
or the Office of Proceedings as appro¬ 
priate. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-21073 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


[AB 1 (Sub-No. 4) ] 

CHICAGO AND NORTHWESTERN 
TRANSPORTATION CO. 

Notice of Abandonment 

August 27, 1974. 

In the matter of Chicago and North¬ 
western Transportation Company aban¬ 
donment between Swanzy and New 
Swanzy, Marquette County, Michigan. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
hereby gives notice that: 1. On Thursday, 
July 25, 1974, notice was published in 
Marquette County, Michigan, that an 
environmental threshold assessment sur¬ 
vey was made in the above-entitled pro¬ 
ceeding and based on that assessment an 
order was served finding that the pro¬ 
ceeding does not constitute a major Fed¬ 
eral action significantly affecting the 
quality of the human environment within 
the meaning of the National Environ¬ 
mental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), 42 
U.S.C. 4321, et seq. 2. No comments in 
opposition, of an environmental nature, 
w’ere received by the Commission in re¬ 
sponse to the July 25, 1974, notice. 3. 
This proceeding is now ready for further 
disposition within the Office of Hearings 
or the Office of Proceedings as appro¬ 
priate. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-21015 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


[AB 7 (Sub-No. 14) ] 

CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE, ST. PAUL, AND 
PACIFIC RAILROAD CO. 

Notice of Abandonment 

August 27, 1974. 

In the matter of Chicago. Milwaukee. 
St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Company 
abandonment betwreen Snoqualmie Falls 
and Monroe, in King and Snohomish 
Counties, Washington. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
hereby gives notice that: 1. On Thurs¬ 
day. June 27, 1974, notice was published 
in King and Snohomish Counties, Wash¬ 
ington, that an environmental threshold 
assessment survey was made in the 
above-entitled proceeding and based on 
that assessment an order was served 
finding that the proceeding does not 
constitute a major Federal action sig¬ 
nificantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the meaning 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. 4321, et 
seq. 2. No comments in opposition, of 
an environmental nature, were received 
by the Commission in response to the 
June 27, 1974, notice. 3. This proceeding 
is now ready for further disposition 
within the Office of Hearings or the Office 
of Proceedings as appropriate. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-21012 Filed 9-10-74;8;45 am] 
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[Finance Docket No. 27606; AB 93) 

PEORIA TERMINAL CO. 

Notice of Abandonment 

August 27, 1974. 

In the matter of the Peoria Terminal 
Company abandonment Bridge Span¬ 
ning Illinois River at Pekin, in Peoria 
and Tazewell Counties, Illinois. 

The Peoria Terminal Company— 
trackage rights—Peoria and Pekin Union 
Railway Company in Peoria and Taze¬ 
well Counties, Illinois. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
hereby gives notice that; 1. On Friday, 
June 28. 1974. notice was published in 
Peoria and Tazewell Counties, Ill., that 
an environmental threshold assessment 
survey was made in the above-entitled 
proceedings and based on that assess¬ 
ment an order was served finding that 
the proceedings did not constitute a 
major Federal action significantly af¬ 
fecting the quality of the human en¬ 
vironment within the meaning of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. 4321, et seq. 2. 
No comments in opposition, of an en¬ 
vironmental nature, were received by 
the Commission in response to the 
June 28, 1974, notice. 3. These proceed¬ 
ings are now ready for further disposi¬ 
tion within the Office of Hearings or the 
Office of Proceedings as appropriate. 

Robert L. Oswald, 
Secretary . 

IFR Doc.74-21014 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


FILING OF MOTOR CARRIER 
INTRASTATE APPLICATIONS 

September 6, 1974. 

The following applications for motor 
common carrier authority to operate in 
intrastate commerce seek concurrent 
motor carrier authorization in interstate 
or foreign commerce within the limits of 
the intrastate authority sought, pursuant 
to section 206(a) (6) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, as amended October 15, 
1962. These applications are governed by 
Special Rule 1.245 of the Commission’s 
rules of practice, published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, issue of April 11, 1963, 
page 3533, which provides, among other 
things, that protests and requests for in¬ 
formation concerning the time and place 
of State Commission hearings or other 
proceedings, any subsequent changes 
therein, any other related matters shall 
be directed to the State Commission with 
which the application is filed and shall 
not be addressed to or filed with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 

California Docket No. A 54642, filed 
February 8, 1974. Applicant: GHIGLI- 
ONE AND JENSEN, doing business as 
ROGERS TRUCKING, 14327 Washing¬ 
ton Avenue, San Leandro, Calif. 94578. 
Applicant’s representative: Pelton & 
Gunther, 315 Montgomery Street, San 
Francisco, Calif. 94104. Certificate of 
public convenience and necessity sought 
to operate a freight service as follows: 
Transportation of General commodities , 
except commodities in bulk, livestock, 
fresh fruits and vegetables, commodities 


of unusual value, uncrated used house¬ 
hold goods, and commodities requiring 
mechanically refrigerated equipment: 
(A) Between all points in the San Fran¬ 
cisco Territory, as more particularly de¬ 
scribed as follows: San Francisco Terri¬ 
tory includes all the City of San Jose 
and that area embraced by the following 
boundary: Beginning at the point the 
San Franclsco-San Mateo County 
Boundary line meets the Pacific Ocean; 
thence easterly along said boundary line 
to a Point 1 mile west of and paralleling 
U.S. Highway 101 to its intersection with 
Southern Pacific Company right of way 
at Arastradero Road; southeasterly 
along the Southern Pacific Company 
right of way to Pollard Road, including 
industries served by the Southern Pacific 
Company spur line extending approxi¬ 
mately 2 miles southwest from Simla to 
Permanente; easterly along Pollard Road 
to W. Parr Avenue; easterly along West 
Parr Avenue to Capri Drive; southerly 
along Capri Drive to East Parr Avenue; 
easterly along East Parr Avenue to the 
Southern Pacific Company right of way; 
southerly along the Southern Pacific 
Company right of way to the Campbell- 
Los Gatos City limits: easterly along said 
limits and the prolongation thereof to 
the San Jose-Los Gatos Road; north¬ 
easterly along San Jose-Los Gatos Road 
to Foxworthy Avenue; easterly along 
Foxworthy Avenue to Almaden Road; 
southerly along Almaden Road to Hills¬ 
dale Avenue; easterly along HilLsdale 
Avenue to U.S. Highway 101; north¬ 
westerly along U.S. Highway 101 to Tully 
Road; northeasterly along Tully Road 
to White Road; northwesterly along 
White Road to McKee Road; south¬ 
westerly along McKee Road to Capitol 
Avenue; northwesterly along Capitol 
Avenue to State Highway 17 (Oakland 
Road); northerly along State Highway 
17 to Warm Springs; northerly along the 
unnumbered highway via Mission San 
Jose and Niles to Hayward; northerly 
along Foothill Boulevard and Moraga 
Avenue to Estates Drive; westerly along 
Estates Drive, Harbord Drive and Broad¬ 
way Terrace to College Avenue; north¬ 
erly along College Avenue to Dwight 
Way; easterly along Dwight Way to the 
Berkeley-Oakland boundary line; north¬ 
erly along said boundary line to the 
campus boundary of the University of 
California; northerly and westerly along 
the campus boundary of the University 
of California to Euclid Avenue: northerly 
along Euclid Avenue to Marin Avenue; 
westerly along Marin Avenue to Arling¬ 
ton Avenue; northerly along Arlington 
Avenue to U.S. Highway 40 (San Pablo 
Avenue); northerly along U.S. Highway 
40 to and including the City of Rich¬ 
mond; southwesterly along the highway 
extending from the City of Richmond to 
Point Richmond; southerly along an 
imaginary line from Point Richmond to 
the San Francisco Waterfront at the foot 
of Market Street; westerly along said 
waterfront and shore line to the Pacific 
Ocean; southerly along the shore line of 
the Pacific Ocean to point of beginning. 

(B) Between all points on and within 
the following routes: (1) U.S. Highway 


101, between San Francisco and Novato, 
inclusive; (2) Interstate Highway 80, 
between San Pablo and Vallejo, inclu¬ 
sive; (3) Interstate 680, between Vallejo 
and its intersection with State Highway 
17; (4) Intel-state 580, between Hayward 
and its intersection with Interstate 5. 
then on unmarked highw-ay easterly to 
Stockton; <5) Interstate 5, commencing 
at its intersection with Interstate 580 to 
its intersection with Highway 132, inclu¬ 
sive; (6) Interstate 5, from its intersec¬ 
tion with Highway 132 to Modesto, in¬ 
clusive; (7) State Highway 17 between 
San Jose and Santa Cruz, inclusive; (8‘ 
U.S. Highway 101, between San Jose and 
Salinas, inclusive; (9) State Highw-ay 68, 
between Salinas afid Monterey, inclusive; 
(10) U.S. Highway 1, between Santa Cruz 
and Monterey, inclusive; (11) Unnum¬ 
bered road and route betw-een Pittsburg 
and Martinez, inclusive; (12) Unnum¬ 
bered road and route between Martinez 
and* Pittsburg, inclusive; (13) Unnum¬ 
bered road and route between Pittsburgh 
and Antioch, inclusive; (14) State High¬ 
way 4, between Antioch and the Willow 
Pass Road Intersection, inclusive; (15) 
Willow Pass Road between its intersec¬ 
tion with Highway 4 and the intersection 
of State Highway 24, inclusive; (16) 
State Highway 4 between its intersection 
with Willow Pass Road and its intersec¬ 
tion with Port Chicago Highway, inclu¬ 
sive; (17) Unnumbered road and route 
between its intersection with State High¬ 
way 4 and its intersection with Interstate 
Highway 680, inclusive; (18) State High¬ 
way 4 between its intersection with Port 
Chicago Highway and its intersection 
with State Highway 24, inclusive; and 
(19) State Highway 24 betwreen its inter¬ 
section with State Highway 4 and its 
intersection with Interstate Highway 
680, inclusive; (C) Through routes and 
rates may be established between any 
and all points specified in Paragraphs A 
and B above; and (D) All intermediate 
points on said routes and all off-route 
points within the outer perimeters of the 
routes designated herein may be served. 
Intrastate, interstate and foreign com¬ 
merce authority sought. 

HEARING: Date, time and place not 
shown. Requests for procedural informa¬ 
tion should be addressed to the Cali¬ 
fornia Public Utilities Commission, State 
Building, Civic Center, 455 Golden Gate 
Avenue, San Francisco, Calif. 94102, and 
should not be directed to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 

Michigan Docket No. C-239 Case #13 
filed June 18, 1974. Applicant: INTER¬ 
CITY TRUCKING SERVICE, INC., 14333 
Goddard Street, Detroit, Mich. 48212. 
Applicant's representative: E. W. Klein 
(same address as applicant). Certificate 
of public convenience and necessity 
sought to operate a freight service as 
follows: Transportation of General com - 
modities, over a regular route as follows: 
Between Lansing and Jackson via U.S. 
Highway 127 subject to the following 
restrictions: (1) Carrier shall serve no 
intermediate points and shall transport 
only freight moving from or to carrier’s 
terminal intermediate between Lansing 
and Jackson. (2) Freight originated at 
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or destined to Jackson may not be trans¬ 
ported over this route to, from or through 
Lansing. Intrastate, interstate and for¬ 
eign commerce authority sought. 

HEARING: September 17, 1974, at the 
Michigan Public Service Commission, 
Transportation Division, Suite 15, 1000 
Long Commerce Park, Lansing, Mich., at 
9:30 A.M. Requests for procedural in¬ 
formation should be addressed to the 
Michigan Public Service Commission, 
Transportation Division, Suite 15, 1000 
Long Commerce Park, Lansing, Mich. 
48913, and should not be directed to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Texas Docket No. 6232, filed June 20, 
1974. Applicant: RED ARROW HEAVY 
HAULING. INC., 3901 Seguin Road, Box 
1897, San Antonio, Tex. 78206. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Phillip Robinson, 
The 904 Lavaca Building, Austin, Tex. 
78701. Certificate of public convenience 
and necessity sought to operate a freight 
service as follows: Transportation of 
Copper articles and metals of extraor¬ 
dinary value (except gold or silver bul¬ 
lion and except in bulk in tank vehicles) 
viz: rods, billets, calces, wire, bars, cath¬ 
odes, and miscellaneous shapes, from 
the plantsites and warehouse facilities of 
American Smelting and Refining Com¬ 
pany located in Potter County, Tex., to 
all points in Texas, and vice versa, over 
irregular routes. Intrastate, interstate, 
and foreign commerce authority sought. 

HEARING: Application will be set for 
hearing 30 days after publication in the 
Federal Register at the E. O. Thomp¬ 
son State Office Building, Austin, Tex. 
Requests for procedural information 
should be addressed to the Railroad Com¬ 
mission of Texas, Capital Station, P.O. 
Drawer 12967, Austin, Tex. 78711, and 
should not be directed to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-21008 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 amj 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE MOTOR COMMON 
CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

Elimination of Gateway Letter Notices 
September 6, 1974. 

The following letter-notices of pro¬ 
posals to eliminate gateways for the pur¬ 
pose of reducing highway congestion, al¬ 
leviating air and noise pollution, mini¬ 
mizing safety hazards, and conserving 
fuel have been filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission under the Com¬ 
mission’s Gateway Elimination rules (49 
CFR 1065(a)), and notice thereof to all 
interested persons is hereby given as pro¬ 
vided in such rules. 

An original and two copies of protests 
against the proposed elimination of any 
gateway herein described may be filed 
with the Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion on or before September 23, 1974. A 
copy must also be served upon appli¬ 
cant or its representative. Protests 
against the elimination of a gateway will 
not operate to stay commencement of 
the proposed operation. 


Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under these rules will be 
numbered consecutively for convenience 
in identification. Protests, if any, must 
refer to such letter-notices by number. 

No. MC-3854 (Sub-No. El), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: BURTON 

LINES, INC., 815 Ellis Road, P.O. Box 
11306, East Durham Station, Durham, 
N.C. 27703. Applicant’s representative: 
Edward G. Villalon, 13th and Pennsyl¬ 
vania Ave. NW., Suite 1032 Pennsylvania 
Bldg., Washington, D.C. 20004. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Cotton piece goods (except 
in bulk), (1) from Norfolk, Portsmouth, 
Richmond, Altavista, and Danville, Va., 
to Greenville. Graniteville, Hartsville, 
and Lyman, S.C.; and (2) from Ports¬ 
mouth, Richmond. Altavista, and Dan¬ 
ville, Va., to Charleston, S.C. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Reidsville, N.C. 

No. MC-3854 (Sub-No. E2), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: BURTON 

LINES, INC., 815 Ellis Road, P.O. Box 
11306, East Durham Station, Durham, 
N.C. 27703. Applicant’s representative: 
Edward G. Villalon, 13th and Pennsyl¬ 
vania Ave. NW.. Suite 1032 Pennsylvania 
Bldg.. Washington, D.C. 20004. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Sugar (except in bulk), 
from Baltimore. Md., to Danville, Va. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Reidsville, N.C. 

No. MC-3854 (Sub-No. E3), filed May 
15. 1974. Applicant: BURTON LINES, 
INC., 815 Ellis Road, P.O. Box 11306, 
East Durham Station, Durham, N.C. 
27703. Applicant's representative: Ed¬ 
ward G. Villalon, 13th and Pennsylvania 
Ave. NW.. Suite 1032 Pennsylvania Bldg., 
Washington, D.C. 20004. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier . 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Glass jars and bottles, 
from Huntington. W. Va., to Danville, 
Ga. The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateway of Reidsville, N.C. 

No. MC-3854 (Sub-No. E4), filed May 
15, 1974. Applicant: BURTON LINES, 
INC., 815 Ellis Road, P.O. Box. 11306, 
East Durham Station, Durham, N.C. 
27703. Applicant’s representative: Ed¬ 
ward G. Villalon, 13th and Pennsylvania 
Ave. NW., Suite 1032 Pennsylvania Bldg., 
Washington, D.C. 20004. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Vinegar (except in bulk), 
from Winchester, Va., to Danville, Va. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Reidsville, N.C. 

No. MC-3854 (Sub-No. E5), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applimant: BURTON 
LINES, INC., 815 Ellis Road, P.O. Box 
11306, East Durham Station, Durham, 
N.C. 27703. Applicant’s representative: 
Edward G. Villalon, 13th and Pennsyl¬ 
vania Ave. NW., Suite 1032. Pennsylvania 
Bldg., Washington, D.C. 20004. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 


transporting: Roofing and roofing mate¬ 
rials, from York. Pa., to Danville, Va. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Reidsville, N.C. 

No. MC-3854 (Sub-No. E6), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applimant: BURTON 
LINES. INC., 815 Ellis Road, P.O. Box 
11306, East Durham Station, Durham, 
N.C. 27703. Applicant’s representative: 
Edward G. Villalon, 13th and Pennsyl¬ 
vania Ave. NW., Suite 1032, Pennsylvania 
Bldg., Washington, D.C. 20004. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Groceries and food (except 
in bulk). (1) from Mullins, S.C., to Ports¬ 
mouth, Richmond, Altavista, and Dan¬ 
ville, Va.; and (2) from Florence, S.C.. 
to Norfolk, Portsmouth. Richmond, Alta¬ 
vista, and Danville. Va. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Reidsville. N.C. 

No. MC-3854 (Sub-No. E7), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: BURTON 

LINES, INC.. 815 Ellis Road, P.O. Box 
11306, East Durham Station. Durham, 
N.C. 27703. Applicant’s representative: 
Edward G. Villalon, 13th and Pennsyl¬ 
vania Ave. NW., Suite 1032, Pennsylvania 
Bldg., Washington, D.C. 20004. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Farm implements and ma¬ 
chinery, from Nashville and Atlanta, Ga., 
to Norfolk, Portsmouth, Richmond, Al¬ 
tavista, and Danville, Va. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Reidsville, N.C. 

No. MC-3854 (Sub-No. E8), filed 
May 15. 1974. Applicant: BURTON 

LINES, INC., P.O. Box 11306, East Dur¬ 
ham Station, Durham, N.C. 27703. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Edward G. Vil¬ 
lalon. 1032 Pennsylvania Bldg., 13th and 
Pennsylvania Ave. NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20004. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Re¬ 
constituted, reconstructed , or homoge¬ 
nized tobacco, from Ancram, N.Y., and 
Spotswood, N.J., to Dillon. Pamplico, 
Mullins, Loris, Darlington. Timmonsville, 
Kingstree, Lake City, Hartsville, and 
Conway, S.C., points in that part of North 
Carolina east of U.S. Highway 52, to 
points in that part of Virginia on and 
south of a line beginning at the North 
Carolina-Virginia State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 52 to junction U.S. 
Highway 58, thence along U.S. Highway 
58 to junction U.S. Highway 220, thence 
along U.S. Highway 220 to junction Vir¬ 
ginia Highway 40, thence along Virginia 
Highway 40 to junction U.S. Highway 15, 
thence along U.S. Highway 15 to the 
junction of U.S. Highway 60, thence 
along U.S. Highway 60 to Norfolk. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Richmond, Va. 

No. MC-14706 (Sub-No. El), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: C. W. KELLEY 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 3185, Enid, 
Okla. 73701. Applicant’s representative: 
Gene Hibbs (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
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transporting: Petroleum products, in 
containers, from points in that part of 
Oklahoma bounded by a line beginning at 
the Kansas-Oklahoma State line and 
extending along U.S. Highway 66 to Ok¬ 
lahoma City, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 270 to junction U.S. Highway 283, 
and thence along U.S. Highway 283 to the 
Kansas-Oklahoma State line, to points 
in Nebraska, and empty containers for 
petroleum products, from points in Ne¬ 
braska to points in the above-described 
Oklahoma origin territory. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of El Dorado, Kans. 

No. MC-63417 (Sub-No. E33), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: BLUE RIDGE 
TRANSFER CO., INC., 1814 Hollins Rd. 
NE., Roanoke. Va. 24001. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: l ancy Pyeatt, 1030 Fif¬ 
teenth St. NW . Washington, D.C. 20005. 
Authority sowit to operate as a common 
carrier, by m-jtor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: New furniture, from 
Mt. Airy. N.C., to points in Florida. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Sumter, S.C. 

No. MC—63417 (Sub-No. E34), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: BLUE RIDGE 
TRANSFER CO., INC., 1814 Hollins Rd. 
NE. f Roanoke, Va. 24001. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Nancy Pyeatt, 1030 Fif¬ 
teenth St. NW., Washington, D.C. 20005. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: New furniture, 
from Mullins, S.C., to points in Delaware, 
Maryland, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Virginia, and West Vir¬ 
ginia. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Sumter, S.C. 

No. MC-63417 (Sub-No. E35), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: BLUE RIDGE 
TRANSFER CO., INC., 1814 Hollins Rd. 
NE., Roanoke, Va. 24001. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Nancy Pyeatt, 1030 Fif¬ 
teenth St. NW., Washington, D.C. 20005. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: New furniture, 
from Dillon and Nichols, S.C., to points 
in Delaware, Maryland, New Jersey, New 
York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, West Virginia, 
and the District of Columbia. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of Stanleytown, Va., and points 
in Virginia. 

No. MC-63417 (Sub-No. E36>, filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: BLUE RIDGE 
TRANSFER CO., INC., 1814 Hollins Rd., 
NE., Roanoke, Va. 24001. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Nancy Pyeatt, 1030 Fif¬ 
teenth St. NW., Washington, D.C. 20005. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: New furniture, 
from Johnson City, Tenn., to points in 
that part of Florida in, east, and south of 
Jefferson County. The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateway of Sum¬ 
ter, S.C. 

No. MC-63417 (Sub-No. E37), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: BLUE RIDGE 
TRANSFER CO., INC., 1814 Hollins Rd. 
NE., Roanoke, Va. 24001. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Nancy Pyeatt, 1030 Fif¬ 


teenth St. NW., Washington, D.C. 20005. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: New furniture 
from Atlanta, Ga., to points in Delaware, 
Maryland, New Jersey, New York, Penn¬ 
sylvania, the District of Columbia, and 
that part of North Carolina on and east 
of a line beginning at the Virginia-North 
Carolina State line and extending along 
U.S. Highway 15 to junction North 
Carolina Highway 96, and extending 
along North Carolina Highway 96 to 
junction U.S. Highway 70. thence along 
U.S. Highway 70 to the Atlantic Ocean. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Martinsville, Va. 

No. MC-63417 (Sub-No. E38), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: BLUE RIDGE 
TRANSFER, CO., INC., 1814 Hollins Rd. 
NE., Roanoke, Va. 24001. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: Nancy Pyeatt, 1030 Fif¬ 
teenth St. NW.. Washington, D.C. 20005. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: New furniture, 
from points in Alabama to points in 
Delaware, Maryland, New Jersey, New 
York, Pennsylvania, and the District of 
Columbia. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Stanleytown, 
Va. 

No. MC-63417 (Sub-No. E39), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: BLUE RIDGE 
TRANSFER COMPANY, INC., 1814 
Hollins Road NE., Roanoke, Va. 24001. 
Applicant’s representative: Nancy Pye¬ 
att, 1030 Fifteenth St. NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20005. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
General commodities (except those of 
unusual value, dangerous explosives, 
livestock, household goods as defined in 
Practices of Motor Common Carriers of 
Household Goods, 17 M.C.C. 467, com¬ 
modities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), from points in South 
Carolina and that part of North Caro¬ 
lina on and east of U.S. Highway 21 to 
(1) Rocky Mount, Va., and (2) Roanoke, 
Va., restricted in (2) above to traffic 
moving by interchange of trailers at Ro¬ 
anoke and destined to points beyond 
Roanoke. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of points in 
Henry County, Va. 

No. MC-63417 (Sub-No. E40), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: BLUE RIDGE 
TRANSFER CO., INC., 1814 Hollins Rd. 
NE., Roanoke, Va. 24001. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Nancy Pyeatt, 1030 Fif¬ 
teenth St. NW., Washington, D.C. 20005. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: New 
furniture from Martinsville and Basset, 
Va., to points in Illinois, Indiana, Ken¬ 
tucky, Michigan, and Tennessee. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Rocky Mount, Va. 

No. MC-63417 (Sub-No. E43), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: BLUE RIDGE 
TRANSFER CO., INC., 1814 Hollins Rd. 
NE., Roanoke, Va. 24001. Applicant’s 
representative: Nancy Pyeatt, 1030 Fif¬ 


teenth St. NW., Washington, D.C. 20005. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: New fur - 
niture from points in Alabama to points 
in Virginia on and east of U.S. Highway 
21. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of Stanleytown, Va. 

No. MC-100666 (Sub-No. E87) (Cor¬ 
rection) , filed May 10, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register August 16, 1974. 
Applicant: MELTON TRUCK LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 7666, Shreeveport, 
La. 71107. Applicant’s representative: 
Richard W. May (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com - 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: (1) Lum¬ 
ber and creosoted timbers, (a) from 
points in Mississippi to points in Mis¬ 
souri (except from points in Mississippi 
east and north of U.S. Highway 78 
destined to points in Mississippi east of 
a line from the Arkansas-Missouri State 
line along U.S. Highway 67 to the Missis¬ 
sippi River near Crystal Springs) and 
Memphis, Tenn. (points in Tennessee 
within 250 miles of Texarkana, Tex.)*. 
Restriction: The service authorized 
herein is restricted against the transpor¬ 
tation of lumber from Pascagoula, Miss.: 

(b) From points in Mississippi north of 
Interstate Highway 20 to points in Kan¬ 
sas and Oklahoma (points in Tennessee 
within 250 miles of Texarkana, Tex.) •; 

(c) from points in Mississippi north of 
Monroe, Chickasaw, Calbount, Yalo¬ 
busha, Tallahatchie, and Coahoma 
Counties to points in Colorado (points 
in Tennessee within 250 miles of Texar¬ 
kana, Tex.) •; (d) from points in Missis¬ 
sippi on, east, and north of a line from 
the Mississippi-Tennessee State line 
along Interstate Highway 55 to the junc¬ 
tion of U.S. Highway 82, thence along 
U.S. Highway 82 to the Alabama-Missis- 
sippi State line to points in Arkansas on 
and north of a line from the Arkansas- 
Tennessee State line along U.S. Highway 
70 to the junction of Arkansas Highway 
8. thence along Arkansas Highway 8 to 
the Arkansas-Oklahoma State line 
(points in Tennessee within 250 miles of 
Texarkana, Tex.) *. 

(2) Lumber from points in Mississippi 
(except Pascagoula) to points in Indiana 
(except from points in Mississippi north 
of U.S. Highway 78 destined to points in 
Indiana south of U.S. Highway 40), 
points in Iowa, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Nebraska, North Carolina (only from 
points in Mississippi on and west of 
Interstate Highway 55) , points in North 
Dakota and Ohio (except from points in 
Mississippi north of U.S. Highway 78 
destined io points in Ohio south and west 
of a line from the Indiana-Ohio State 
line along U.S. Highway 40 to junction of 
U.S. Highway 33, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 33 to the Ohio- West Virginia State 
line), points in Pennsylvania, South Da¬ 
kota, and Virginia (except from points in 
Mississippi east of Interstate Highway 55 
destined to points in Virginia south of 
a line from the Virginia-West Virginia 
State line along U.S. Highway 250 to 
junction Virginia Highway 20, thence 
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along Virginia Highway 20 to the junc¬ 
tion of U.S. Highway 17, thence along 
U.S. Highway 17 to the junction of U.S. 
Highway 360, thence along UB. High¬ 
way 360 to the Chesapeake Bay), and 
points in West Virginia and Wisconsin 
(points in Arkansas within 250 miles to 
Texarkana, Tex.)*; (3) plywood (a) 
from points in Mississippi (except Pasca¬ 
goula) to points in Idaho, Montana, 
Nevada, Oregon, Utah, and Washington 
(points in Arkansas within 250 miles of 
Texarkana) *, (b) from points in Missis¬ 
sippi north of Interstate Highway 20 to 
points in California (points in Arkansas 
within 250 miles of Texarkana)*; (4) 
plywood and molding from points in Mis¬ 
sissippi (except points north of U.S. 
Highway 78 and Pascagoula) to points in 
Illinois (Covington, Tenn.) *. 

(5) Plywood from points in Arkansas 
over 250 miles from Texarkana, Tex., to 
points in California, Idaho, Montana, 
Nevada, Oregon, Utah, and Washington 
(points in Tennessee within 250 miles of 
Texarkana, Tex., and Pittsburg, Kans.) •; 
(6) lumber, creosoted posts, creosoted 
poles, and creosoted pilings from points 
in Arkansas over 250 miles from Tex¬ 
arkana, Tex., to points in Kansas. Lou¬ 
isiana. Oklahoma, and Texas in Excess 
of 250 miles from Texarkana, Tex. 
(points in Tennessee within 250 miles of 
Texarkana. Tex.) *; (?) logs, posts, poles, 
pilings, pallets, crossties, and lumber 
from points in Alabama (except lumber 
from Steelwood, Stockton, Mobile, Mt. 
Vernon, Greenville, Chapman, and 
Selma, and poles from Mobile), to 
points in Iowa, Minnesota, Nebraska, 
North Dakota, South Dakota, and Wis¬ 
consin (West Memphis, Ark.) *; (9) lum¬ 
ber, pallets, creosoted posts, creosoted 
poles, and creosoted pilings (a) from 
points in Alabama (except lumber from 
Steelwood, Stockton, Mobile, Mt. Vernon, 
Greenville, Chapman, and Selma, and 
poles from Mobile) to points in Louisiana 
and Texas (points in Mississippi and 
Louisiana) *, (b) from points in Alabama 
(except lumber from Steelwood. Stock- 
ton, Mobile, Mt. Vernon, Greenville, 
Chapman, and Selma, poles from Mobile, 
and pallets to Memphis, Tenn.) to points 
in Kansas, Missouri, Oklahoma, and 
points in Tennessee within 250 miles of 
Texarkana, Tex. (points in Arkansas 
within 250 miles of Texarkana, Tex.)*; 
(10) wooden poles, posts, pilings, cross - 
ties, and lumber from points in Alabama 
(except lumber from Steelwood, Stock- 
ton, Mobile, Mt. Vernon, Greenville, 
Chapman, and Selma, and poles from 
Mobile to points in Arizona) (Texarkana, 
Tex.) *; (11) timber and creosoted posts, 
creosoted poles, and creosoted pilings 
from points in Alabama (except lumber 
from Steelwood, Stockton, Mobile, Mt. 
Vernon, Greenville, Chapman, and 
Selma, and poles from Mobile) to points 
in Colorado and New Mexico (West 
Memphis and Texarkana. Ark., and 
Duke, Okla.) *; (12) plywood from points 
in Alabama (except Steelwood, Stockton, 
Mobile, Mt. Vernon, Greenville, Chap¬ 
man, and Selma) to points in California, 
Idaho, Montana, Nevada, Oregon, Utah, 


and Washington (points in Arkansas and 
Pittsburg, Kans.) *. 

(13) Poles, posts, pilings, crossties, and 
creosoted or chemically treated lumber 
from Alabama (except lumber from 
Steelwood, Stockton, Mobile, Mt. Vernon, 
Greenville, Chapman, and Selma, and 
poles from Mobile) to points in Maine, 
and New Hampshire, points in New York 
on and north of a line from the New 
York-Pennsylvania State line along New 
York Highway 26 to the junction of New 
York Highway 7, thence along New York 
Highway 7 to the New York-Vermont 
State line and points in Vermont (Co¬ 
lumbus, Miss.)*; (14) lumber from 
points in Alabama (except Steelwood, 
Stockton, Mobile. Mt. Vernon, Green¬ 
ville, Chapman, and Selma) to points in 
Illinois (except from points in Ala¬ 
bama north of U.S. Highway 80 
destined to points in Illinois south 
of U.S. Highway 24 and points in 
the Upper Peninsula of Michigan (points 
in Arkansas)*; (15) logs, posts, poles, 
pilings, pallets, crossties, and creosoted 
or chemically treated lumber, from points 
in Alabama (except lumber from Steel- 
wood, Stockton, Mobile. Mt. Vernon, 
Greenville. Chapman, and Selma, and 
poles from Mobile) to points in Illinois. 
Indiana (except points in Alabama north 
of Alabama Highway 10 when destined 
to points in Indiana south and east of a 
line from the IUinois-Indiana State line 
along UJS. Highway 67 to the junction 
of Interstate Highway 69, thence along 
Interstate Highway 69 to the Indiana - 
Michigan State line), Michigan, Ohio 
(only from points in Alabama on and 
south of UJS. Highway 80), and Penn¬ 
sylvania (only from points in Alabama 
on and west of Interstate Highway 65 to 
points in Pennsylvania north of a line 
from the Ohio-Pennsylvania State line 
along Interstate Highway 80 to the junc¬ 
tion of Interstate Highway 81, thence 
along Interstate Highway 81 to the junc¬ 
tion of U.S. Highway 6, thence along U.S. 
Highway 6 to the Pennsylvania-New 
Jersey State line) (points in Missis¬ 
sippi)*; (16) lumber, pallets, creosoted 
posts, creosoted poles, and creosoted pil¬ 
ings, from points in Kentucky to points 
in Kansas (only from points in Kentucky 
on and south of a line from Paducah 
along UJS. Highway 45 to the junction 
of Kentucky Highway 80, thence along 
Kentucky Highway 80 to the junction of 
Interstate Highway 75, thence along In¬ 
terstate Highway 75 to the Virginia- 
Tennessee State line), Louisiana, Okla¬ 
homa. Texas, and points in Tennessee 
within 250 miles of Texarkana. Tex. (ex¬ 
cept pallets) (points in Arkansas)*; (17) 
lumber and creosoted posts, creosoted 
poles, and creosoted pilings from points 
in Kentucky to points in New Mexico 
(points in Arkansas within 250 miles of 
Texarkana, Tex., and Duke. Okla., and 
points within 1 mile thereof) *. 

(18) Wooden poles, posts, pilings, 
cross-arms, cross-ties, and lumber from 
points in Kentucky to points in Arizona 
(points in Arkansas and Texarkana, 
Tex.)*; (19) plywood from points in 
Kentucky to points in California, Idaho, 
Nevada, Oregon, Utah, Washington, and 


points in Montana on and west of a line 
from the United States-Canada Interna¬ 
tional Boundary line along Interstate 
Highway 15 to the junction of U.S. 
Highway 287, thence along U.S. Highway 
287 to the junction of Gallatin County 
and points in Gallatin County, (points 
in Arkansas and Pittsburg, Kans.)*; 
(20) logs, posts, poles , pilings, pallets, 
cross-ties, and lumber from points in 
Kentucky on and west of a line from the 
Kentucky-Indiana State line along the 
Green River Parkway to the junction of 
U.S. Highway 231, thence along U.S. 
Highway 231 to the Kentucky-Tennessee 
State line to points in Florida (points in 
Mississippi) *; (21) poles, posts, pilings, 
cross-ties, and creosoted or chemically 
treated lumber, from (a) points in Ten¬ 
nessee in and west of Pyer, Crockett, 
Madison. Chester, and McNairy Counties 
(except Memphis) to points in Connecti¬ 
cut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hamp¬ 
shire, New Jersey, Rhode Island, and 
Vermont (Columbus, Miss.)*; (b) from 
points in Tennessee on and west of Ten¬ 
nessee Highway 69 (except Memphis) to 
points in Florida and South Carolina 
(points in Mississippi) *; (c) from points 
in Tennessee in and west of Pyer. 
Crockett, Madison, Chester, and Mc¬ 
Nairy Counties (except Memphis) to 
points in Georgia, North Carolina, and 
Virginia (points in Mississippi)*; (22) 
lumber, pallets, and creosoted posts, 
creosoted poles, and creosoted pilings 
from points in Tennessee (except Mem¬ 
phis) to points in Oklahoma, Texas, and 
Kansas, and Memphis, Tenn. (except 
pallets to Memphis) (points in Ar¬ 
kansas) *; (23) poles, posts, pilings, lum¬ 
ber, and pallets from points in Tennes¬ 
see (except Memphis) to points in Loui¬ 
siana (points in Mississippi)*; (24) 
wooden poles , posts, pilings, cross-ties, 
and lumber from points in Tennessee 
(except Memphis) to points in Arizona 
(Texarkana, Tex.) *; (25) plywood from 
points in Tennessee (except Memphis) 
to points in California, Idaho, Montana, 
Nevada, Oregon, Utah, and Washington 
(Pittsburg, Kans.)*; (26) logs, posts, 
poles, pilings, pallets, cross-ties, and lum¬ 
ber (a) from points in Tennessee (except 
Memphis) to points in Nebraska and 
South Dakota (points in Arkansas)*; 

(b) from points in Tennessee on and 
west of Tennessee Highway 69 (except 
Memphis) to points in Minnesota and 
North Dakota (points in Arkansas)*; 

(c) from points in Tennessee in and west 
of Pyer, Crockett, Madison. Chester, and 
McNairy Counties (except Memphis) to 
points in Iowa on and west of Interstate 
Highway 35, points in Michigan and 
Pennsylvania, and points in Wisconsin 
on, east, and north of Interstate High¬ 
way 94 (points in Arkansas) *; and (27> 
lumber and creosoted posts, creosoted 
poles, and creosoted pilings, from points 
in Tennessee to points in Colorado on 
and west of U.S. Highway 87 and points 
in New Mexico (points in Arkansas, 
Oklahoma, and Duke, Okla., and points 
within 1 mile thereof) *. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
indicated by asterisks above. The pur¬ 
pose of this correction is to correct the 
territorial route descriptions. 
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No. MC-100666 (Sub-No. E138), filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: MELTON 

TRUCK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 7666, 
Shreveport, La. 71107. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Paul L. Caplinger (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Com¬ 
position roofing board and composition 
building board, from Cornell, Wis., to 
points in Arizona and points in Cali¬ 
fornia in and south of San Bernardino, 
Kern, and Monterey Counties (points in 
Kansas and Oklahoma) •; and (2) wall- 
board, fiberboard, particleboard, insulat¬ 
ing, sheathing, and gypsum plaster prod¬ 
ucts from Cornell, Wis., to points in Ten¬ 
nessee on and west of a line from the 
Kentucky-Tennessee State line along 
Tennessee Highway 78 to the junction of 
Tennessee Highway 20, thence along 
Tennessee Highway 20 to the Junction of 
U.S. Highway 45, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 45 to the Mississippi-Tennessee 
State line (West Memphis), Ark) V The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways indicated by asterisks above. 

No. MC-100666 (Sub-No. E139), filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: MELTON 

TRUCK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 7666. 
Shreveport, La. 71107. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: Paul L. Caplinger (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Plas¬ 
tic pipe from the plant site of the Flint- 
kote Company located at or near Ra¬ 
venna, Ohio to points in Arizona. Cali¬ 
fornia, Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, 
Utah, points In Colorado on and south of 
U.S. Highway 50 (Ft. Smith. Ark.) ♦; and 
points in Louisiana (the plant site of 
Smith Plastics, Inc., at Little Rock, 
Ark.)*; and (2) pipe (other than iron 
and steel) from the plant site of the 
Flintkote Company located at or near 
Ravenna, Ohio, to points in New Mexico 
and points in Colorado on and south of 
U.S. Highway 50 (Duke, Okla.) *. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways indicated by asterisks above. 

No. MC-100666 (Sub-No. E140), filed 
July 8. 1974. Applicant: MELTON 

TRUCK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 7666, 
Shreveport, La. 71107. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Paul L. Caplinger (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Roof¬ 
ing from the plant site and warehouse 
facilities of G.A.F. Corporation at St. 
Louis, Mo., to points in Georgia (West 
Memphis, Ark.)*; and (2) composition 
boards used as roofing and siding from 
the plant site and warehouse facilities of 
G.A.F. Corporation at St. Louis, Mo., to 
points in South Carolina (points in Henry 
County, Tenn.) *. The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateways indicated 
by asterisks above. 

No. MC-100666 (Sub-No. E142), filed 
May 14, 1974. Applicant: MELTON 

TRUCK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 7666, 
Shreveport, La. 71107. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Paul L. Caplinger (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 


Irregular routes, transporting: (1) Ure- 
than building, roofing, and insulating 
materials from the plant site of the 
Philip Carey Company, Division of Pana- 
con Corporation, at Elizabethtown, Ky., 
to points in New Mexico (Duke, Okla.) *; 
and (2) urethane composition board from 
the plant site of the Philip Carey Com¬ 
pany, Division of Panacon Corporation, 
at Elizabethtown, Ky., to points in Ari¬ 
zona, California, Idaho, Montana, Ne¬ 
vada, Oregon, Utah, and Washington 
(Pittsburg, Kans.) *, and points in Wyo¬ 
ming (points in Henry County, Tenn.) *. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways indicated by asterisks 
above. 

No. MC-100666 (Sub-No. E143), filed 
June 2, 1974. Applicant: MELTON 

TRUCK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 7666, 
Shreveport, La. 71107. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Paul L. Caplinger (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Roof¬ 
ing. gypsum plaster products, insulating 
wallboard, fiberboard, particleboard, and 
sheathing board from the plant site and 
warehouse facilities of the Celotex Cor¬ 
poration in Wayne County, N.C., to 
points in Kansas, Oklahoma. Texas, and 
points in Shelby County, Tenn. (West 
Memphis, Ark.) *, and points in Colorado 
and New Mexico (West Memphis. Ark., 
and Duke, Okla.)*; and (2) roofing 
board, wallboard, fiberboard. insulating 
board, sheathing board and gypsum 
board from the plant site and warehouse 
facilities of the Celotex Corporation in 
Wayne County, N.C., to points in Ari¬ 
zona, California, Idaho, Montana, Ne¬ 
braska, Nevada, Oregon, South Dakota, 
Utah, and Washington (West Memphis, 
Ark., and Pittsburg, Kans.)*, and points 
in Wyoming (West Memphis, Ark., and 
points in Henry County, Tenn.) *. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways indicated by asterisks above. 

No. MC-100666 (Sub-No. E144), filed 
May 27, 1974. Applicant: MELTON 

TRUCK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 7666, 
Shreveport. La. 71107. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Paul L. Caplinger (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Gyp¬ 
sum wallboard, gypsum insulating board, 
and gypsum paneling from Briar, Ark., 
to points in Arizona (Craig, Okla., and 
the plant site of the Permaneer Corpo¬ 
ration in Calhoun County, Ark.)*; (2) 
Plywood from the facilities of U.S. Ply¬ 
wood-Champion Papers at Charleston 
and Orangeburg, S.C., to points in Wyo¬ 
ming (the plant site of the Permaneer 
Corporation at Calhoun County, Ark.) *; 
(3) Flakeboard, wallboard, insulating 
board, a7id paneling (a) from Mobile, 
Ala., to points in Wyoming, (b) from the 
plant site of the Celotex Corporation at 
Marrero. La., to points in Arizona (the 
plant site of the Permaneer Corporation 
in Calhoun County, Ark.)*; (4) Flake- 
board, wallboard. insulating board, and 
paneling from the plant sites and storage 
facilities of the National Gypsum Com¬ 
pany at Westwego and New Orleans, La., 


to points in Arizona (the plant site of the 
Permaneer Corporation in Calhoun 
County, Ark.)*; (5) Plywood from 

Covington, Tenn., to points in Wyoming 
(the plant site of the Permaneer Corpo¬ 
ration in Calhoun County, Ark.) *. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways indicated by the asterisks 
above. 

No. MC-100666 (Sub-No. E145), filed 
June 3, 1974. Applicant: MELTON 

TRUCK LINE, INC., P.O. Box 7666, 
Shreveport, La. 71107. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Paul L. Caplinger (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Paper 
and paper products from the plantsite 
and warehouse facilities of Bowaters 
Southern Paper Corporation in McMinn 
County, Tenn., to points in Arizona, 
California, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, 
Oregon, Utah, Washington, and Wyo¬ 
ming (points in Little River County, 
Ark.)*; points in Colorado in and west 
of Costella, Alamosa. Saquache, Gunni¬ 
son, Pitken, Garfield. Rio Blanco, and 
Moffat Counties (the plantsite of the 
Calcasieu Paper Company, Inc., at or 
near Elizabeth, La.) *; and points in Kan¬ 
sas on and west of a line from the Kan- 
sas-Nebraska State line along Kansas 
Highway 27 to the junction of Interstate 
Highway 70, thence along Interstate 
Highway 70 to the junction of U.S. High¬ 
way 281, thence along U.S. Highway 281 
to the Kansas-Oklahoma State line (the 
plantsite and storage facilities of the 
Weyerhauser Company located at or near 
Vallient, Okla.) *. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways indi¬ 
cated by the asterisks above. 

No. MC-100666 (Sub-No. E146>, filed 
May 14, 1974. Applicant: MELTON 

TRUCK LINES. INC., P.O. Box 7666, 
Shreveport. La. 71107. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Paul L. Caplinger (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Cut stone 
from Shreveport, La., to points in Colo¬ 
rado (Acme, Tex.) ♦ and points in New 
Mexico (the plantsite of the Celotex 
Corporation at or near Hamlin. Tex.)*. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways indicated by the asterisks 
above. 

No. MC-100666 (Sub-No. E147), filed 
June 2, 1974. Applicant: MELTON 

TRUCK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 7666, 
Shreveport, La. 71107. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Paul L. Caplinger (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Com¬ 
position board and plywood from the 
plant site and warehouse of Westvaco 
Corporation at North Charleston, S.C., to 
points in Arizona, California. Idaho, 
points in Iowa on and west of Interstate 
Highway 35, points in Minnesota on and 
west of a line from the Iowa-Minnesota 
State line along U.S. Highway 169 to the 
Itasca-Aitkin County line and points in 
and west of Itasca and Koochiching 
Counties, and points in Montana, Ne¬ 
braska, Nevada, North Dakota, Oregon. 
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South Dakota, Utah, and Washington 
(Pittsburg, Kans.)*; (2) wallboard, fi- 
berboard, particleboard, roofing, insulat¬ 
ing, sheathing and gypsum plaster prod¬ 
ucts from the plant site and warehouse of 
Westvaco Corporation at or near North 
Charleston, S.C., to points in Wyoming 
•West Memphis, Ark., and points in 
Henry County. Tenn.)*; and (3) com¬ 
position board and plywood from the 
plant site and warehouse of Westvaco 
Corporation at or near North Charleston, 
S.C., to points in Colorado (Duke, 
Okla.)*, and points in New Mexico 
(points in Oklahoma and Duke, Okla.) •. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways indicated by the asterisks 
above. 

No. MC-107403 (Sub-No. E204), (Cor¬ 
rection), filed May 29, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register August 1,1974. Ap¬ 
plicant: MATLACK, INC., 10 W. Balti¬ 
more Ave., Lansdowne, Pa. 19050. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: John Nelson 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
(1) Liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles (except petroleum, petroleum 
products, coal car, and coal tar prod¬ 
ucts), from the plant site of the E. I. 
DuPont de Nemours and Company at 
Niagara Falls, N.Y., to points in Mary¬ 
land and Delaware within 100 miles of 
Philadelphia. (2) Liquid chemicals, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from the plant 
site of the E. I. DuPont de Nemours and 
Company at Niagara Falls, N.Y., to points 
in South Carolina, Georgia, and North 
Carolina (except Greensboro). The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Philadelphia, Pa., in propos¬ 
als number (1) and (2) above. The pur¬ 
pose of this correction is to correctly de¬ 
scribe the involved destination territory. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. E253) (Cor¬ 
rection), filed May 29, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register August 2, 1974. Ap¬ 
plicant: MATLACK, INC., 10 West Balti¬ 
more Ave., Lansdowne, Pa. 19050. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: John Nelson (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Non-flam¬ 
mable liquid chemicals (except petrole¬ 
um and petroleum products other than 
medicinal petroleum products and liquid 
wax, and not including road oil, coal tar, 
and coal tar products), from points in 
Pennsylvania w T est of the Susquehanna 
River to points in West Virginia. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Pittsburgh, Pa. The purpose 
of this correction is to clarify the in¬ 
volved territory. 

No. MC-107403 (Sub-No. E344), filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: MATLACK, 
INC., 10 West Baltimore Ave., Lans¬ 
downe, Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: John Nelson (same as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Dry chemicals, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Michigan, in Lenawee, Monroe, Hillsdale, 
Jackson, Washtenaw, and Wayne Coun¬ 
ties, those in Ohio in Lucas, Wood, Ful¬ 


ton, Ottawa. Sandusky, Erie, Henry, Wil¬ 
liams, and Defiance Counties, and those 
in Indiana in Steuben, De Kalb, and 
Allen Counties, to points in Connecticut, 
Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
Rhode Island, and Vermont. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of Birmingham and Painesville, 
Ohio, and Solvay, N.Y. 

No. MC-107403 (Sub-No. E357), filed 
May 29. 1974. Applicant: MATLACK, 
INC., 10 West Baltimore Ave., Lans¬ 
downe, Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: John Nelson (same as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Dry commodities, 
in bulk, from points in Ohio within 150 
miles of Monongahela. Pa., to points in 
Ohio (except those within 150 miles of 
Monongahela, Pa.). The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Pa- 
taskala, Ohio. 

No. MC-107403 (Sub-No. E401), filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: MATLACK, 
INC., 10 West Baltimore Ave., Lans¬ 
downe, Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: John Nelson (same as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum prod¬ 
ucts, liquid, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in Ohio on and north of a 
line beginning at the Ohio-Indiana State 
line, and extending along U.S. Highway 
30 to its intersection with U.S. Highway 
30S thence along U.S. Highway 30S to 
its intersection with UJB. Highway 30 
thence along U.S. Highway 30 to the 
Ohio-Pennsylvania State line to points 
in Pennsylvania, West Virginia, and 
Maryland within 150 miles of Mononga¬ 
hela, Pa. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of McKees Rocks, 
Pa. 

No. MC-107515 (Sub-No. E27), (Cor¬ 
rection), filed May 29, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register A ugust 21, 1974. 
Applicant: REFRIGERATED TRANS¬ 
PORT CO., INC., P.O. Box 308, Forest 
Park, Ga. 33050. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Bruce E. Mitchell, Suite 375, 3379 
Peachtree Rd. NE., Atlanta, Ga. 30326. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Unfrozen meats 
and meat products (except canned 
goods), from Houston, Tex., to the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia and points in Massa¬ 
chusetts, New Jersey, Maryland, Dela¬ 
ware, Connecticut. New York, Rhode Is¬ 
land, New Hampshire, Vermont, Maine, 
that part of Pennsylvania on and east of 
U.S. Highway 219, and that part of Vir¬ 
ginia on and east of a line beginning at 
the Virginia-North Carolina State line, 
thence along U.S. Highway 29 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 250, thence along U.S. 
Highway 250 to the Virginia-West Vir¬ 
ginia State line. The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateway of Gates- 
ville, N.C. The purpose of this correction 
is to include the District of Columbia in 
the destination territory. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E19), filed 
May 17, 1974. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West County 


Road C, St. Paul, Minn. 55113. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: W. A. Myllenbeck 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum products, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Minneapolis and St. Paul. 
Minn., and points within ten miles of 
each, to points in Nebraska. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of the Williams Brothers Pipe Line Com ¬ 
pany Terminal located at or near Spirit 
Lake, Iowa. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E48>, filed 
May 17. 1974. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West County 
Road C, St. Paul. Minn. 55113. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: W. A. Myllenbeck 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquefied petroleum gas, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from the port of entry on the 
United States-Uanada International 
Boundary line at or near Pine Creek, 
Minn., to points in Iowa. 

Note. —This authority expires December 6, 
1977. The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateway of Mentor, Minn., and 
points within five miles thereof. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E49>, filed 
May 17, 1974. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West Countv 
Road C, St. Paul, Minn. 55113. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: W. A. Myllenbeck 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquefied petroleum gas, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from the port of entry on the 
United States-Canada International 
Boundary line at or near Maida, N. Dak., 
to points in S. Dak. 

Note. —This authority expires December 6, 
1974. The purpose of this filing Is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateway of the terminal facilities of 
the Eaneb Pipe Line Company located at or 
near Jamestown, N. Dak. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E138), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West County 
Road C, St. Paul, Minn. 55113. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: W. A. Myllenbeck 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Mineral filler, in bulk, from Superior, 
Wis., to points in Iowa. The purpose of 
tills filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
points in Dakota, Hennepin, Ramsey, and 
Scott Counties, Minn. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E139), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West County 
Road C, St. Paul, Minn. 55113. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: W. A. Myllenbeck 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Mineral filler, in bulk, from points in 
Dakota, Hennepin, Ramsey, and Scott 
Counties, Minn., to points in the Upper 
Peninsula of Michigan (except points in 
that part of the Upper Peninsula of 
Michigan south of UA Highway 2 and 
on and west of Michigan Highway 35). 
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The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Superior, Wis. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E140), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE, INC.. 1947 West County 
Hoad C, St. Paul. Minn. 55113. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: W. A. Myllenbeck 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquefied petroleum gas and petro¬ 
leum products, as described in Appendix 
XIII to the report in Descriptions in 
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the site 
of the terminal outlet of the Mid-Amer¬ 
ican Pipeline Company pipeline at or 
near Sanborn, Iowa, to points in Wiscon¬ 
sin. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of St. Paul, Minn., to 
points within ten miles thereof, and the 
site of the pipeline terminal of American 
Oil Company at or near Spring Valley, 
Minn. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E141), filed 
May 24, 1974, Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE. INC., 1947 West County 
Road C, St. Paul, Minn 55113. Applicant's 
representative: W. A. Myllenbeck (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquefied 
petroleum gas, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from the site of the terminal outlet of the 
Mid-American Pipeline Company pipe¬ 
line at or near Sanborn, Iowa, to points 
in Montana. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of the terminal 
facilities of the Kaneb Pipe Line Com¬ 
pany located at or near Aberdeen, 
S. Dak. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E142), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West County 
Road C, St. Paul, Minn. 55113. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: W. A. Myllenbeck 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquefied petroleum gas, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from the site of the ter¬ 
minal outlet of the Mid-America Pipe¬ 
line Company at or near Sanborn, Iowa, 
to the Upper Peninsula of Michigan. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of St. Paul, Minn. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E143), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE. INC., 1947 West County 
Road C, St. Paul, Minn. 55113. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: W. A. Myllenbeck 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquefied petroleum gas and natural 
oasoline, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Mentor, Minn., and points within five 
miles thereof, to points in Montana. The 
Purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of the terminal facilities of the 
Kaneb Pipe Line Company located at or 
near Jamestown, N. Dak. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E144). filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West County 
Road C, St, Paul, Minn. 55113. Appli¬ 


cant's representative: W. A. Myllenbeck 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquefied petroleum gas and natural 
gasoline, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Menton, Minn., and points within five 
miles thereof, to points in Wyoming. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of the terminal facilities of the 
Kaneb Pipe Line Company located at or 
near Aberdeen, S. Dak. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E145), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West County 
Road C, St. Paul, Minn. 55113. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: W. A. Myllenbeck 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Edible salt, in bulk, from Chicago, 
Ill., to points in Minnesota. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of LaCrosse, Wis. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E146), filed 
May 24. 1974. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West County 
Road C, St. Paul, Minn. 55113. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: W. A. Myllen¬ 
beck (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing : Salt , in bulk, from Minneapolis and 
Savage, Minn., to points in Illinois. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Prairie Du Chien, Wis. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E147), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West County 
Road C, St. Paul, Minn. 55113. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: W. A. Myllen¬ 
beck (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Salt , in bulk, and in mixed ship¬ 
ments in bulk and in packages, from 
Duluth. Minn., to points in Iowa. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E148), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West County 
Road C, St. Paul, Minn. 55113. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: W. A. Myllen¬ 
beck (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Salt , in bulk, from Duluth, Minn., to 
points in Illinois. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Prairie du Chien. Wis. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E149), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West County 
Road C. St. Paul, Minn. 55113. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: W. A. Myllen¬ 
beck (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Cement , from the plant site of Uni¬ 
versal Atlas Cement, Division of United 
States Steel Corp., at Bettendorf. Iowa, 
to points in Nebraska. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
the plant sites of the Marquette Cement 


Manufacturing Company and the Penn- 
Dixie Cement Corporation at Des Moines. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E159), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West County 
Road C, St. Paul. Minn. 55113. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: W. A. Myllenbeck 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Cement , in bulk, from the plant 
site of the Marquette Cement Manufac¬ 
turing Company and the Penn-Dixie 
Cement Corporation at Des Moines, Iow r a. 
to points in the Upper Peninsula of 
Michigan. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Winona. Minn., 
and LaCrosse, Wis. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E161), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE, INC.. 1947 West County 
Road C, St. Paul. Minn. 55113. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: W. A. Myllenbeck 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Cement, from LaCrosse, Wis., to 
points in South Dakota. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
the storage facility of the Dundee 
Cement Company at Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E162), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West County 
Road C, St. Paul, Minn. 55113. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: W. A. Myllenbeck 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Cement, from LaCrosse. Wis., to 
points in North Dakota. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
the storage facilities of the Dundee 
Cement Company at Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E163), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West County 
Road C, St. Paul, Minn. 55113. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: W. A. Myllenbeck 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Cement, from Winona, Minn., to 
points in Illinois. The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateway of La 
Crosse. Wis. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E164). filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: INDIAN¬ 

HEAD TRUCK LINE. INC., 1947 West 
County Road C, St. Paul, Minn. 55113. 
Applicant’s representative: W. A. Myllen¬ 
beck (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Cement , in bulk, from Winona, 
Minn., to points in the Upper Peninsula 
of Michigan. The purpose of tills filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of La Crosse, 
Wis. 

No. MC-108449 (Sub-No. E165), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: INDIAN¬ 

HEAD TRUCK LINE, INC., 1947 West 
County Road C, St. Paul, Minn. 55113. 
Applicant's representative: W. A. Myllen¬ 
beck (same as above). Authority sought 
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to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Cement , in bulk, from Winona, 
Minn., to points in South Dakota. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of the storage facilities of the 
Dundee Cement Company at Minneap¬ 
olis, Minn. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E215), filed 
May 8, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid chemicals, as defined in The Max- 
well Co., Extension — Addyston. 63 M.C.C. 
677, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points 
in that part of Indiana on and north of a 
line beginning at the Ohio-Indiana State 
line, thence along Indiana Highway 38 
to junction Indiana Highway 32, thence 
along Indiana Highway 32 to junction 
US. Highway 136, thence along U.S. 
Highway 136 to the Indiana-Hlinois State 
line, to points in that part of Florida on 
and east of a line beginning at the Geor - 
gia-Florida State line, ther.ce along U.S. 
Highway 221 to junction Florida High¬ 
way 361 A, thence along Florida Highway 
361A to the Gulf of Mexico. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of S. Charleston, W. Va. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E826), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Coal tar products, in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles, from points in Erie and Niagara 
Counties, N.Y., to points in Kentucky. 
The purpose of tills filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of points in Allegheny 
County, Pa. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E827), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (A) Liquid chemicals, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Monessen, Pa., to 
points in Maine and New Hampshire 
(Syracuse, N.Y.) *. (B) Liquid chemicals 
(except liquid oxygen, liquid hydrogen, 
and liquid nitrogen), in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Monessen, Pa., to points 
in Vermont (Syracuse. N.Y.) *. (C) 

Liquid chemicals and coal tar products, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Monessen, 
Pa., to points in Connecticut, Rhode Is¬ 
land, and Massachusetts (Newark, 
N.J.) *. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways indicated by 
asterisks above. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E828), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 


(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid chemicals and coal tar prod- 
ucts, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in Washington County, Pa., to 
points in Indiana and that part of Ohio 
on and west of U.S. Highway 23. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Follansbee, W. Va. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E829), filed 
May 20. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid chemicals and coal tar prod¬ 
ucts, from points in New Castle County, 
Del., to points in Indiana and Ohio. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of Harrisburg and Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E830), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid chemicals and coal tar prod¬ 
ucts, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in Baltimore and Washington 
Counties, Md., and Chester, Franklin, 
Montgomery, Delaware, and Schuylkill 
Counties, Pa., to points in Indiana. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points in Allegheny County, 
Pa. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E831), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (A) 
Liquid chemicals and coal tar products, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Atlantic County, N.J., to points in Con¬ 
necticut, Massachusetts, and Rhode Is¬ 
land (Jersey City, N.J.).* (B) Liquid 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in Atlantic County, N.J., to points 
in that part of New Hampshire on and 
east of U.S. Highway 3 and on and south 
of U.S. Highway 302 (Jersey City, N.J., 
and Stoneham, Mass.).* The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
indicated by asterisks above. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E832), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid chemicals and coal tar products, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Chester, Franklin, Montgomery, Dela¬ 
ware, and Schuykill Counties, Pa., to 
points in Ohio. The purpose of this filing 


is to eliminate the gateway of points in 
Allegheny County, Pa. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E833), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicants 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (A) 
Liquid chemicals and coal tar products, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Gloucester County, N.J., to points in Mas¬ 
sachusetts, Connecticut, and Rhode Is¬ 
land (Jersey City, N.J.). (B) Liquid 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in Gloucester County, N.J., to 
points in that part of New Hampshire on 
and east of U.S. Highway 3 and on and 
east of U.S. Highway 302 (Jersey City, 
N.J., and Stoneham, Mass.) *. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
ways indicated by asterisks above. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E834). filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid chemicals and coal tar products, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Baltimore, 
Md., to points in that part of New York 
on and west of Interstate Highway 81. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Johnstown. Pa. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E836>, filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown. Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles, from points in Butler, Cambria, 
Fayette, McKean, and Vanango Counties, 
Pa., to points in that part of New Hamp¬ 
shire on and south of U.S. Highway 302 
and on and east of U.S. Highway 3. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of Jersey City, N.J., and Stone¬ 
ham, Mass. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E837). filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O'Brien 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid chemicals and coal tar products, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Brooke, Hampshire, Hancock, Kanawha, 
and Monongalia Counties, W. Va., to 
points in Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
and Rhode Island. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Jer¬ 
sey City, N.J. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E838>, filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
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(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles, from points in Brooke, Hampshire, 
Hancock, Kanawha, and Monongalia 
Counties, W. Va., to points in that part 
of New Hampshire on and south of U.S. 
Highway 302 and on and east of U.S. 
Highway 3. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateways of Jersey City, 
N.J., and Stoneham, Mass. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E839), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC., P.O. Box 
200. Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 

(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier , by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid chemicals and coal tar products , 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Butler, Hamilton, Lake, Mahoning. 
Trumbull, and Wayne Counties, Ohio, to 
points in Connecticut, Massachusetts, 
and Rhode Island. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Jer¬ 
sey City, N.J. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E840), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in Butler, Hamilton, Lake, Ma¬ 
honing, Trumbull, and Wayne Counties, 
Ohio, to points in that part of New 
Hampshire on and south of U.S. High¬ 
way 302 and on and south of U.S. High¬ 
way 3. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of Jersey City, 
N.J., and Stoneham, Mass. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E841), filed 
May 20. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200. Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid chemicals and coal tar products, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Butler, Cambria, Fayette, McKean, and 
Venango Counties, Pa., to points in 
Connecticut, Massachusetts, and Rhode 
Island. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Jersey City, 
N.J. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E842>, filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid chemicals and coal tar products, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Philadelphia, Dauphin, Fayette, and 
Cambria Counties, Pa., to points in Ohio 
and Indiana. The purpose of this filing 
Is to eliminate the gateway of points in 
Allegheny County, Pa. 


No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E843), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals and liquid coal tar products, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Allegheny, Beaver, and Butler Counties, 
Pa., to points in Maryland (except points 
in Baltimore and Washington Counties). 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of points in Fayette County, 
Pa. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E844), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals as defined in The Maxwell Co., 
Extension — Addyston, 63 M.C.C. 677 (ex¬ 
cept bituminous products and materials), 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Chicago, 
Ill., (1) to points in Virginia, that part of 
West Virginia on and east of U.S. High¬ 
way 19, that part of North Carolina on 
and east of U.S. Highway 21, that part 
of South Carolina on and east of U.S. 
Highway 15, and that part of Georgia on 
and south of a line beginning at the At¬ 
lantic Ocean, thence along U.S. Highway 
82 to junction U.S. Highway 84. thence 
along U.S. Highway 84 to the Georgia- 
Alabama State line (Follansbee, W/Va.) •; 
and (2) to points in Delaware, New Jer¬ 
sey, and Maryland (Follansbee, W. Va.), 
and the plant sites of the Aniline and Sol- 
vay divisions of the Allied Chemical Cor¬ 
poration, in Marshall County, W. Va. (ap¬ 
proximately 4 miles south of MoundsviUe, 
W. Va.) *. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways indicated by as¬ 
terisks above. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E845), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting. Liquid 
chemicals (except bituminous products 
and materials). in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in that part of Pennsylvania 
on and north of U.S. Highway 40, to 
points in that part of West Virginia on 
and south of a line beginning at the Ohio- 
West Virginia State line, thence along 
West Virginia Highway 7 to Hundred, 
thence along U.S. Highway 250 to Prunty- 
town, thence along U.S. Highway 50 to 
the West Virginia-Virginia State line. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Morgantown, W. Va. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E846), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 


uid chemicals and coal tar products, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in Os¬ 
wego, Oneida, Lewis, Jefferson, and St. 
Lawrence Counties. N.Y., to points in 
that part of New Jersey on and south of 
a line beginning at the Pennsylvania- 
New Jersey State line, thence along U S. 
Highway 70 to Berlin, thence along U.S. 
Highway 30 to Atlantic City. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of Johnstown, Pa., Claymont, Del., and 
Lima, Pa. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E847). filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC.. P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Chicago, Ill., to points in Maine, Ver¬ 
mont, and New Hampshire, restricted 
against the transportation of liquid oxy¬ 
gen, liquid hydrogen, and liquid nitrogen, 
to points in Vermont. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
Clairton, Pa., and Syracuse, N.Y. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E848), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES. INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid chemicals (except bituminous prod¬ 
ucts and materials), in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in that part of 
Ohio on and east of Ohio Highway 83 
and on and north of a line beginning at 
Wooster, thence along U.S. Highway 30 
to junction Ohio Highway 154, thence 
along Ohio Highway 154 to the Ohio- 
Pennsylvania State line, to points in that 
part of West Virginia on and south of 
West Virginia Highway 27A. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Follansbee, W. Va. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E849), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant's 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid chemicals and coal tar products, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Chicago, Ill., 

(1) to points in Monroe, Broome, Onon¬ 
daga, Chemung, Schenectady. Chau¬ 
tauqua Counties, N.Y., and the New York, 
N.Y., Commercial Zone (Clairton, Pa.) *; 

(2) to points in Erie and Niagara Coun¬ 
ties, N.Y. (Pittsburgh, Pa.)*; and (3) to 
points in Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
and Rhode Island (Clarion, Pa., and New 
York, N.Y.)*. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateways indicated by 
asterisks above. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E850), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa, 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle. 
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over irregular routes, transporting: (A) 
Liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles, from points in Allegheny County, 
Pa., to points in Maine and New Hamp¬ 
shire (Syracuse, N.Y.) ♦; (B) liquid 

chemicals (except liquid oxygen, liquid 
hydrogen, and liquid nitrogen), in bulk, 
tn tank vehicles, from points in Alle¬ 
gheny County, Pa., to points in Vermont 
(Syracuse, N.Y.) •; and (C) liquid chemi¬ 
cals and coal tar products, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from points in Allegheny 
County, Pa., to points in Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, and Rhode Island (Newark, 
N.J.) •. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways indicated by 
asterisks above. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E851), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals and coal bar products , in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from points in Allegheny 
and Beaver Counties, Pa., to points in 
Connecticut, Massachusetts, and Rhode 
Island. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Newark, N.J. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E852), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in Monroe County, N.Y., (1) to 
points in Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, and 
that part of Oliio on and west of U.S. 
Highway 23 (Painesville, Ohio)*; and 
(2) to points in Kentucky (Pittsburgh, 
Pa.) *. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways indicated by 
asterisks above. 

No. MC-110525 (Sub-No. E853), filed 
May 20. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s 
representative: Thomas J. O’Brien (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Coal 
tar products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Philadelphia, Pa., to points in 
Rhode Island and Massachusetts. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Fort Lee, N.J. 

No. MC-111545 (Sub-No. E536), filed 
May 30,1974. Applicant: HOME TRANS¬ 
PORTATION COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box 
6426, Station A, Marietta, Ga. 30062. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Robert E. Bom 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Commodities, the transportation of 
which, because of size or weight, requires 
the use of special equipment, between 
points in that part of Georgia on and 
south of a line beginning at the Georgia- 
Alabama State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 78 to Atlanta, thence along In¬ 


terstate Highway 20 to the Georgia- 
South Carolina State line, on the one 
hand, and. on the other, points in Ken¬ 
tucky within 175 miles of Chattanooga, 
Tenn. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of points in Geor¬ 
gia within 175 miles of Chattanooga, 
Tenn. 

No. MC-111545 (Sub-No. E539), filed 
May 30,1974. Applicant: HOME TRANS¬ 
PORTATION COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box 
6426, Station A, Marietta, Ga. 30062. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Robert E. Bom 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Such road construction ma¬ 
chinery and equipment, as described in 
Appendix VIII to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209, as are heavy machinery or 
contractor’s equipment, from points in 
Minnesota and Nebraska to points in 
Florida and Georgia. (2) Such road con¬ 
struction machinery and equipment, as 
described in Appendix vm to the report 
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates , 61 M.C.C. 209, as are self-propelled 
articles, each weighing 15,000 pounds or 
more, from points in Minnesota and 
Nebraska to points in Florida and Geor¬ 
gia, restricted to the transportation of 
commodities which are transported on 
trailers. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Keokuk or Mt. 
Ayr, Iowa. 

No. MC-111545 (Sub-No. E540), filed 
May 30. 1974. Applicant: HOME TRANS¬ 
PORTATION COMPANY, INC., P.O. 
Box 6426, Station A, Marietta, Ga. 30062. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert E. 
Bom (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing (1) Such tractors (except tractors 
used in pulling commercial highway 
trailers), scrapers » motor graders, 
wagons, engines (except aircraft and 
missile engines), generators, engines and 
generators combined, welders and road 
rollers, and parts and attachments of 
and for the commodities described above, 
as are contractor’s equipment, from 
points in Iowa to points in Alabama, 
Florida, Georgia, North Carolina, and 
South Carolina; and (2) Such tractors 
(except tractors used in pulling commer¬ 
cial highway trailers), scrapers, motor 
graders, wagons, engines (except aircraft 
and missile engines), generators , engines 
and generators combined, welders and 
road rollers, and parts and attachments 
of and for the commodities described 
above, as are self-propelled articles, each 
weighing 15,000 pounds or more, from 
points in Iowa to points in Alabama, 
Florida, Georgia, North Carolina, and 
South Carolina, restricted to the trans¬ 
portation of commodities which are 
transported on trailers. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
the plant site of Caterpillar Tractor 
Company, at or near Peoria, HI. 

No. MC-111545 (Sub-No. E541), filed 
May 30, 1974. Applicant: HOME TRANS¬ 
PORTATION COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box 
6426, Station A, Marietta, Ga. 30062. Ap¬ 


plicant’s representative: Robert E. Born 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Machinery and contractors equip¬ 
ment, the transportation of which be¬ 
cause of size or weight requires the use 
of special equipment, between points in 
Illinois and Missouri, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Utah, re¬ 
stricted against the transportation of 
commodities to be used in, or in connec¬ 
tion with, main or trunk pipelines. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of points in Kansas and Mis¬ 
souri within 100 miles of Kansas City, 
Kans. 

No. MC-111545 (Sub-No. E542), filed 
May 30, 1974. Applicant: HOME TRANS¬ 
PORTATION COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box 
6426, Station A, Marietta, Ga. 30062. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert E. 
Born (same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Machinery and contractors 
equipment, the transportation of which, 
because of size or weight, requires spe¬ 
cial equipment, between points in Ari¬ 
zona, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Illinois, Iowa, Minnesota, Mis¬ 
souri, and that part of Wisconsin within 
300 miles of Ames, Iowa, restricted 
against the transportation of commodi¬ 
ties to be used in, or in connection with, 
main or trunk pipelines (Kansas City, 
Kans., or points in those parts of Kansas 
or Missouri within 100 miles thereof)*; 
and (2) heavy machinery and contrac¬ 
tors equipment, the transportation of 
which, because of size or weight, re¬ 
quires the use of special equipment, from 
points in Arizona, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in that part of Wis¬ 
consin not within 300 miles of Ames, 
Iowa, restricted against the transporta¬ 
tion of commodities to be used in, or in 
connection with, main or truck pipelines 
((1) Kansas City, Kans., or points in 
those parts of Kansas or Missouri within 
100 miles there; and (2) points in 
Iowa) *. The purpose of tills filing is to 
eliminate the gateways indicated by 
asterisks above. 

No. MC-111545 (Sub-No. E563), filed 
May 31,1974. Applicant: HOME TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. Box 6426, 
Station A, Marietta, Ga. 30062. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert E. Born 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Commodities, the transportation of 
which because of size or weight, requires 
the use of special equipment, from points 
in that part of Texas, on and south of a 
line beginning at the Texas-New Mexico 
State line thence along U.S. Highway 180 
to Fort Worth, thence along Interstate 
Highway 35 to the Texas-Oklahoma 
State line to points in Minnesota. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of Arkoma, Oklahoma, Fort 
Smith, Ark., and Des Moines, Iowa. 

No. MC-111545 (Sub-No. E564), filed 
May 31,1974. Applicant: HOME TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., P.O. Box 6426, 
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Station A, Marietta, Ga. 30062. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert E. Born 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Commodities, the transportation of 
which, because of size or weight, requires 
the use of special equipment, from points 
in that part of Oklahoma bn, south, and 
west of a line beginning at the Okla- 
lioma-Arkansas State line, thence along 
U S. Highway 62 to Tahlequah, thence 
along Oklahoma Highway 51 to Tulsa, 
thence along U.S. Highway 75 to the 
Oklahoma-Kansas State line to points in 
that part of Illinois on and north of a 
line beginning at the Ulinois-Iowa State 
line, thence along U.S. Highway 136 to 
Junction Interstate Highway 74, thence 
along Interstate Highway 74 to the 1111- 
nois-Indiana State line. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
points in Arkansas and points in Iowa. 

No. MC-111545 (Sub-No. E567), filed 
May 26,1974. Applicant: HOME TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. Box 6426. 
Station A, Marietta, Ga. 30062. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert E. Born 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Self-propelled articles, each weigh¬ 
ing 15,000 pounds or more, and related 
machinery, tools, parts, and supplies 
moving in connection therewith, between 
points in that part of Alabama within 
175 miles of Chattanooga, Tenn., and on 
and south of a line beginning at the Ten- 
nessee-AJabama State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 72 to Scottsboro, thence 
along Alabama Highway 79 to junction 
U.S. Highway 11, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 11 to Tuscaloosa, thence along U.S. 
Highway 82 to the Alabama-Mississippi 
State line, on the one hand, and on the 
other, points in Oklahoma, restricted to 
the transportation of commodities which 
are transported on trailers. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Piedmont, Ala. 

No. MC-111545 (Sub-No. E574), filed 
May 26,1974. Applicant: HOME TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., P.O. Box 6426, 
Station A, Marietta, Ga. 30062. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert E. Born 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Buildings, complete, knocked down, 
or in sections, the transportation of 
which, because of size or weight, requires 
the use of special equipment, between 
points in Alabama, Louisiana, and Mis¬ 
sissippi, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Iowa, Minnesota, and 
Nebraska. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of (1) points in 
Arkansas or Tennessee, and (2) points in 
Iowa. 

No. MC-111545 (Sub-No. E575), filed 
May 26,1974. Applicant: HOME TRANS¬ 
PORTATION, CO., INC., P.O. Box 6426, 
Station A, Marietta, Ga. 30062. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert E. Bom 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 


Buildings, complete, knocked down, or in 
sections, the transportation of which, be¬ 
cause of size or weight, requires the use 
of special equipment, (1) between the 
points in Arkansas, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Connecticut, 
Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massachu¬ 
setts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, Rhode 
Island, Vermont, and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia; and (2) between points in that 
part of Arkansas on and south of U.S. 
Highway 64, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in those parts of New 
York and Pennsylvania on and east of 
U.S. Highway 11. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Ring- 
gold, Ga. 

No. MC-111545 (Sub-No. E576), filed 
May 26,1974. Applicant: HOME TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., P.O. Box 6426, 
Station A, Marietta, Ga. 30062. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert E. Bom 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Prefabricated buildings, unassembled, 
from Detroit and Ecorse, Mich., to points 
in Florida, Louisiana, Mississippi, that 
part of Arkansas on and south of U.S. 
Highway 64, that part of North Carolina 
on and south of a line beginning at the 
North Carolina-Tennessee State line, 
thence along U.S. Highway 70 to Lexing¬ 
ton, thence along U.S. Highway 64 to 
Raleigh, thence along U.S. Highway 70 
to Atlantic and that part of Texas south 
of U.S. Highway 66. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
points in Alabama, Georgia, or South 
Carolina. 

No. MC-111545 (Sub-No. E577), filed 
May 26,1974. Applicant: HOME TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., P.O. Box 6426, 
Station A, Marietta, Ga. 30062. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert E. Born 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Prefabricated buildings, unassembled, 
from points in that part of Tennessee on 
and west of U.S. Highway 127, to points 
in Massachusetts. The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateway of Mari¬ 
etta, Ga. 

No. MC-111545 (Sub-No. E579), filed 
May 26,1974. Applicant: HOME TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., P.O. Box 6426, 
Station A, Marietta, Ga. 30062. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert E. Bom 
(same as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Prefabricated buildings, unassembled, 
from points in Arkansas and Texas to 
points in Massachusetts. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Marietta, Ga. 

No. MC-111545 (Sub-No. E580), filed 
May 26,1974. Applicant: HOME TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., P.O. Box 6426, 
Station A, Marietta, Ga. 30062. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert E. Bom 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Buildings, complete, knocked down. 


or in sections, the transportation of 
which, because of size or weight, requires 
the use of special equipment, (1) between 
points in Texas, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Connecticut, Dela¬ 
ware, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, New Jersey, Rhode Is¬ 
land, Vermont, and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia; and (2) between points in that 
part of Texas south of U.S. Highway 66, 
on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in those parts of Pennsylvania 
and New York east of U.S. Highway 62. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Ringgold, Ga. 

No. MC-111545 (Sub-No. E581), filed 
May 26, 1974. Applicant: HOME TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., P.O. Box 6426, 
Station A, Marietta, Ga. 30062. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert E. Born, 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Prefabricated buildings, unassem¬ 
bled, from points in Indiana, Massachu¬ 
setts, and Ohio. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Marietta, 
Ga. 

No. MC-111545 (Sub-No. E582), filed 
May 31,1974. Applicant: HOME TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., P.O. Box 6426, 
Station A, Marietta, Ga. 30062. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Robert E. Bom 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Commodities, the transportation of 
which, because of size or weight, requires 
the use of special equipment, from points 
in Ohio to points in New Mexico. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of Keokuk, Iowa, and points in 
Missouri. 

No. MC-111545 (Sub-No. E583>, filed 
May 31,1974. Applicant: HOME TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., P.O. Box 6426, 
Station A, Marietta, Ga. 30062. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert E. Born 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Commodities, the transportation of 
which, because of size or weight, requires 
the use of special equipment, between 
points in Tennessee, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Utah, re¬ 
stricted against the transportation of 
commodities to be used in, or in connec¬ 
tion with, main or trunk pipelines. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of (1) Keokuk, Iowa, and (2) 
points in that part of Missouri within 
100 miles of Kansas City, Kansas, or 
points in that part of Kansas within 100 
miles of Kansas City, Kansas, and with¬ 
in 300 miles of Ames. Iowa. 

No. MC-111545 (Sub-No. E584), filed 
May 31, 1974. Applicant: HOME 

TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., P.O. 
Box 6426, Station A. Marietta, Ga. 
30062. Applicant’s representative: Rob¬ 
ert E. Bom (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Commodities (except 

knitting machines), the transportation 
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of which, because of size or weight, re¬ 
quires the use of special equipment, from 
points in that part of New York on and 
east of a line beginning at the New 
Jersey-New York State line, thence 
along U.S. Highway 209 to Kingston, 
thence along Interstate Highway 87 to 
Albany, thence along Interstate High¬ 
way 90 to Schenectady, thence along New 
York Highway 50 to Glens Falls, thence 
along Interstate Highway 87 to the In¬ 
ternational Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada to points in 
that part of Arkansas on and west of a 
line beginning at the Arkansas-Louisi- 
ana State line, thence along Arkansas 
Highway 7 to Russellville, thence along 
U.S. Highway 64 to Ozark, thence along 
Arkansas Highway 23 to the Arkansas- 
MLssouri State line. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
Ringgold, Ga., and points in Oklahoma. 

No. MC-113828 (Sub-No. E59), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: O’BOYLE 

TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 30006, 
Washington, D.C. 20014. Applicant’s 
representative: Michael A. B. Grimm 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Sulphur dioxide gas, in shipper- 
owned tank vehicles, from Copperhill, 
Tenn., to points in New Jersey, New 
York, Rhode Island, Pennsylvania, 
Massachusetts, Delaware, Connecticut, 
Maine, and Maryland, and those points 
in North Carolina in and east of North¬ 
ampton, Bertie, Washington, Tyrell, and 
Dare Counties. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of West Nor¬ 
folk, Va. 

No. MC-114569 (Sub-No. E8). filed 
May 24. 1974. Applicant: SHAFFER 
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 418, New 
Kingstown, Pa. 17072. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Herbert R. Nurick, P.O. Box 
1166. Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Canned goods from points 
in Adams County, Pa., to points in Uli- 
noise. Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky. Louisi¬ 
ana, Michigan, Mississippi, and Missouri. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Winchester, Va. 

No. MC-114569 (Sub-No. E9), filed 
May 24. 1974. Applicant: SHAFFER 
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 418, New 
Kingstown, Pa. 17072. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Herbert R. Nurick, P.O. Box 
1166, Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Foodstuffs (except frozen 
foods and commodities in bulk, in tank 
vehicles), from points in Derry Town¬ 
ship (Dauphin County), Pa., to points in 
New York on and west of a line from the 
New York-Pennsylvania State line along 
UJS. Highway 219 to Orchard Park, 
thence along U.S. Alternate Highway 20 
to the junction of New York Highway 98, 
thence along New York Highway 98 to 
Point Breeze, points in New York on and 
north of a line from Westport along New 
York Highway 9N to the junction of New 
York Highway 73, thence along New 


York Highway 73 to the junction of New 
York Highway 86, thence along New 
York Highway 86 to the junction of New 
York Highway 3, thence along New York 
Highway 3 to Sacketts Harbor, and 
points in Virginia and West Virginia. 
Restriction: The authority granted here¬ 
in is restricted against the transporta¬ 
tion of commodities having an immedi¬ 
ate prior or subsequent movement by air. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of the plant site of Duffy 
Mott Company, Inc., at Aspers, Pa. 

No. MC-114569 (Sub-No. E10), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: SHAFFER 
TRUCKING. INC., P.O. Box 418, New 
Kingstown, Pa. 17072. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Herbert R. Nurick, P.O. Box 
1166, Harrisburg. Pa. 17108. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Foodstuffs (except frozen 
foods and except commodities in bulk, in 
tank vehicles), from points in Derry 
Township (Dauphin County), Pa., to 
points in Arizona, Arkansas, Colorado, 
Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska, New 
Mexico, North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Wis¬ 
consin, and Wyoming. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of the plant site of Duffy Mott Company 
at Aspers, Pa. 

No. MC-114569 (Sub-No. Ell), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: SHAFFER 
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 418, New 
Kingstown, Pa. 17072. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Herbert R. Nurick, P.O. Box 
1166, Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Canned goods, (1) from 
Wilson, Webster, Geneseo, Lindenville, 
Newark, Holcomb, Morton, Dundee. Vic¬ 
tor. and Sodus, N.Y., to points in Arizona, 
California, Idaho, Louisiana, Nevada, 
New Mexico, Texas, and Utah; (2) from 
Webster. Geneseo, Newark, Holcomb, 
Dundee, Victor, and Sodus, N.Y., to 
points in Colorado; (3) from Morton, 
N.Y., to points in Colorado on and west 
of Interstate Highway 25; (4) from 
Lindenville and Wilson, N.Y., to points 
in Colorado on, west and south of a line 
from the Colorado-New Mexico State 
line along Interstate Highway 25 to the 
junction of Interstate Highway 70, 
thence along Interstate Highway 70 to 
the Colorado-Utah State line; (5) from 
Newark and Holcomb, N.Y., to points in 
Kentucky, Mississippi, North Dakota, 
Oklahoma, and Wjnming; (6) from 
Webster, Morton, Victor, and Sodus, 
N.Y., to points in Mississippi, Oklahoma, 
and Wyoming; (7) from Dundee, N.Y., 
to points in Mississippi, North Dakota, 
Oklahoma, South Dakota, and Wyo¬ 
ming; (8) from Geneseo and Lindenville, 
N.Y., to points in Mississippi. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
ways of Milton, Pa., and Winchester, Va. 

No. MC-114569 (Sub-No. E12), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: SHAFFER 
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 418. New 
Kingstown, Pa. 17072. Applicant’s repre¬ 


sentative: Herbert R. Nurick, P.O. Box 
1166, Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier . 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Canned goods , (1) from 
Fredonia, Medina, and Rochester, N.Y., 
to points in Arizona, California, Colorado, 
Idaho, Louisiana, Nevada, New Mexico, 
Oklahoma, Texas, Utah, Wyoming, and 
points in Tennessee west of U.S. High¬ 
way 27; (2) from Rochester and Medina, 
N.Y., to points in Arkansas and Missis¬ 
sippi; and (3) from Rochester, N.Y., to 
points in Kansas. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Martinsburg, W. Va. 

No. MC-114569 (Sub-No. E13), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: SHAFFER 
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 418, New 
Kingstown, Pa. 17072. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Herbert R. Nurick, P.O. Box 
1166, Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Products , by-products, and 
parts of dead or slaughtered animals un¬ 
fit for human consumption (except in 
bulk, in tank vehicles), (1) between 
points in Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Minne¬ 
sota, Wisconsin, Missouri, Nebraska. 
Georgia, Kentucky, North Carolina, and 
Virginia, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Connecticut. Massachu¬ 
setts, Maine, New Hampshire, Rhode Is¬ 
land, and Vermont; (2) between points in 
Delaware and New Jersey, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Illi¬ 
nois, Indiana, Iowa, Minnesota, Wiscon¬ 
sin, Missouri, Nebraska, Georgia and 
Kentucky; (3) between points in Illinois. 
Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Nebraska, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Maryland on and east of Interstate 
Highway 81; (4) between points in New 
York, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Georgia and South Carolina: 
(5) between points in Iowa and Missouri, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Maryland on and east of U.S. 
Highway 220; and (6) between points in 
North Carolina, South Carolina, and Vir¬ 
ginia, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in New Jersey on and north 
of Interstate Highway 78. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Elizabethville, Pa. 

No. MC-114569 (Sub-No. E14), filed 
May 24. 1974. Applicant: SCHAFFER 
TRUCKING, INC.. P.O. Box 418, New 
Kingstown, Pa. 17072. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Herbert R. Nurick, P.O. Box 
1166, Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Products, by-products, and 
parts of dead or slaughtered animals, un¬ 
fit for human consumption (except in 
bulk, in tank vehicles). (1) between 
points in Indiana, Iowa, Minnesota. Ne¬ 
braska, and Wisconsin, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in New York 
on and south of a line from the New 
York-Pennsylvania State line along U.S. 
Highway 220 to Waverly, thence along 
New York Highway 17 to Binghamton, 
thence along U.S. Highway 11 to the 
junction of New York Highway 7, thence 
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along New York Highway 7 to the New 
York-Vermont State line; (2) between 
points in Indiana, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Pennsylvania on 
and east of a line from the Maryland- 
Pennsylvania State line along U.S. High¬ 
ways 15 and 15 B.R. to Gettysburg, 
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 34 
to the junction U.S. Highway 11/15, 
thence along U.S. Highway 11/15 to 
Shamokin Dam. thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 15 to Williamsport, thence along 
U.S. Highway 220 to the New York- 
Pennsylvania State line; (3) between 
points in Nebraska, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Pennsylvania on 
and east of a line from the Maryland- 
Pennsylvania State line along U.S. High¬ 
way 11 to Carlisle, thence along Penn¬ 
sylvania Highway 34 to the junction of 
U.S. Highway 11/15, thence along U.S. 
Highway 11/15 to Shamokin Dam, thence 
along U.S. Highway 15 to the New York- 
Pennsylvania State line; (4) between 
points in Illinois, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in New York east and 
south of a line from the New York-Penn- 
sylvania State line along New York High¬ 
way 14 to the junction of New York 
Highway 17, thence along New York 
Highway 17 to the junction of New York 
Highway 13, thence along New York 
Highway 13 to Cazenovia. thence along 
U.S. Highway 20 to East Winfield, thence 
along New York Highway 51 to the 
Mohawk River, thence along the Mohawk 
River to Amsterdam, thence along New 
York Highway 67 to the junction of U.S. 
Highway 9, thence along U.S. Highway 
9 to Glens Falls, thence along New York 
Highway 196 to the junction of New York 
Highway 40, thence along New York 
Highway 40 to the junction of New York 
Highway 149. thence along New York 
Highway 149 to the New York-Vermont 
State line. 

(5) Between points in Missouri, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
New York east of a line from the New 
York-Pennsylvania State line along U.S. 
Highway 15 to Painted Post, thence along 
New York Highway 17 to the junction of 
New York Highway 14, thence along New 
York Highway 14 to Sodus Point; (6) 
between points in Kentucky, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in New 
York on and east of a line from the New 
York-Pennsylvania State line along New 
York Highway 14 to the junctton of New 
York Highway 14/17, thence along New 
York Highway 14/17 to the junction of 
New York Highway 13, thence along New 
York Highway 13 to Cortland, thence 
along Interstate Highway 81 to the junc¬ 
tion of New York Highway 13. thence 
along New York Highway 13 to Lake On¬ 
tario; (7) between points in North Caro¬ 
lina and Virginia, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in New York east 
and north of a line from the Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New York State line along New 
York Highway 19 to Caneadea, thence 
along New York Highway 243 to the 
junction of New York Highway 98, 
thence along New York Highway 98 to 
Arcade, thence along New York High¬ 
way 39 to Yorkshire, thence along New 
York Highway 16 to Buffalo. 


(8) between points in Georgia, Ken¬ 
tucky, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
and Virginia, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Pennsylvania on, 
north and east of a line from the New 
Jersey-Pennsylvania State line along In¬ 
terstate Highway 78 to the junction of 
Pennsylvania Highway 61, thence along 
Pennsylvania Highway 61 to Pottsville, 
thence along U.S. Highway 209 to the 
Susquehanna River, thence along the 
Susquehanna River to Shamokin Dam, 
thence along U.S. Highway 15 to Liberty, 
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 414 
to the junction of Pennsylvania Highway 
287, thence along Pennsylvania Highway 
287 to Wellsboro, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 6 to the junction of Pennsylvania 
Highway 449, thence along Pennsylvania 
Highway 449 to the New York-Pennsyl¬ 
vania State line; (9) between points in 
Iowa. Minnesota and Missouri, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Pennsylvania on and east of a line from 
the Maryland-Pennsylvania State line 
along U.S. Highway 11 to the junction 
Pennsylvania Highway 433, thence along 
Pennsylvania Highway 433 to Roxbury, 
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 641 
to the junction of Pennsylvania High¬ 
way 75, thence along Pennsylvania High¬ 
way 75 to the junction of U.S. Highway 
22/322, thence along U.S. Highway 22/ 
322 to Lewistown, thence along U.S. 
Highway 322 to its junction of Pennsyl¬ 
vania Highway 144, thence along Penn¬ 
sylvania Highway 144 to the junction of 
U.S. Highway 220, thence along U.S. 
Highway 220 to the junction of Pennsyl¬ 
vania Highway 287, thence along Penn¬ 
sylvania Highway 287 to Tioga, thence 
along U.S. Highway 15 to the New York- 
Pennsylvania State line; (10) between 
points in Illinois, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Pennsylvania on 
and east of a line from the Maryland- 
Pennsylvania State line along U.S. High¬ 
way 11 to Carlisle, thence along Pennsyl¬ 
vania Highway 34 to the junction of U.S. 
Highway 11/15, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 11/15 to Shamokin Dam, thence 
along U.S. Highway 15 to the junction of 
Pennsylvania Highway 14, thence along 
Pennsylvania Highway 14 to the New 
York-Pennsylvania State line; (11) be¬ 
tween points in Wisconsin, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Penn¬ 
sylvania on and east of a line from the 
Maryland-Pennsylvania State line along 
U.S. Highway 11 to Carlisle, thence along 
Pennsylvania Highway 34 to the junction 
of U.S. Highway 11/15, thence along U.S. 
Highway 11/15 to Shamokin Dam, thence 
along U.S. Highway 15 to the New York- 
Pennsylvania State line. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Elizabethville, Pa. 

No. MC-114569 (Sub-No. E15), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: SHAFFER 
TRUCKING, INC.. P.O. Box 418, New 
Kingstbwn, Pa. 17072. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Herbert R. Nurick, P.O. Box 
1166, Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Canned goods, from Mil- 
ton, Pa., to' points in Illinois and points 
in Indiana on and south of a line from 


the Indiana-Ohio State line along Inter¬ 
state Highway 70 to the junction of U.S. 
Highway 35, thence along U.S. Highway 
35 to the junction of Indiana Highway 
22, thence along Indiana Highway 22 to 
the junction of Indiana Highway 29, 
thence along Indiana Highway 29 to the 
junction of Indiana Highway 26, thence 
along Indiana 26 to Lafayette, thence 
along U.S. Highway 52 to the Illinois- 
Indiana State line. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Win¬ 
chester, Va. 

No. MC-114569 (Sub-No. E16), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: SHAFFER 
TRUCKING, INC.. P.O. Box 418, New 
Kingstown, Pa. 17072. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Herbert R. Nurick, P.O. Box 
1166, Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Canned goods, from Cade 
and Lozes, La., to points in Maine, New 
Hampshire, and Vermont. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of points in Adams County, Pa. 

No. MC-114569 (Sub-No. E17), filed 
May 24, 1974. Applicant: SHAFFER 
TRUCKING INC., P.O. Box 418, New 
Kingstown, Pa. 17072. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Herbert R. Nurick, P.O. Box 
1166, Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Cheese from Fredericks¬ 
burg and Preston, Iowa, to points in 
Delaware, and points in Virginia on and 
east of a line from the North Carolina- 
Virginia State line along Interstate 
Highway 85 to the junction of Virginia 
Highway 46, thence along Virginia High¬ 
way 46, to Blackstone, thence along Vir¬ 
ginia Highway 625 and 614 to the junc¬ 
tion of U.S. Highway 522, thence along 
U.S. Highway 522 to the junction of U.S. 
Highway 250, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 250 to Charlottesville, thence along 
U.S. Highway 29 to the junction of U.S. 
Highway 33, thence along U.S. Highway 
33 to the junction of U.S. Highway 340, 
thence along U.S. Highway 340 to the 
junction of U.S. Highway 211, thence 
along U.S. Highway 211 to the junction 
of Interstate Highway 81, thence along 
Interstate Highway 81 to the Virginia- 
West Virginia State line. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Milton, Pa. 

No. MC-116063 (Sub-No. E8), filed 
May 25, 1974. Applicant: WESTERN 
COMMERCIAL TRANSPORT, INC., 
P.O. Box 270, Fort Worth, Tex. 76101. 
Applicant’s representative: W. H. Cole 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Corn syrup, liquid sugar, and blends 
thereof, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Fort Worth, and Dallas, Tex., to points 
in Alabama, Florida, Mississippi, and 
Tennessee. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of points in 
Louisiana. 

No. MC-116915 (Sub-No. E4). filed 
May 28, 1974. Applicant: ECK MIL¬ 
LER TRANSPORTATION CORP., 1125 
Sweeney St., Owensboro, Ky. 42301. Ap- 
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plicant’s representative: William P. Sul¬ 
livan, 1819 H. St. NW., Washington, D.C. 
20006. Authority sought to operate as a 
comvion carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Alumi¬ 
num oil well and mine machinery , alum¬ 
inum pipe, and aluminum supplies, from 
points in West Virginia on and south of 
a line beginning at Kenova and extend¬ 
ing along U.S. Highway 60 to Cedar 
Grove, thence along West Virginia High¬ 
way 39 to the West Virginia-Virginia 
State line, to Minneapolis, Minn., points 
in Iowa, and points in Wisconsin on and 
west of a line beginning at Superior and 
extending along U.S. Highway 53 to 
junction U.S. Highway 10, thence along 
U.S. Highway 10 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 12, thence along U.S. Highway 12 
to junction Wisconsin Highway 27, 
thence along Wisconsin Highway 27 to 
Westby, thence along U.S. Highway 61 
to the Wisconsin-Hlinois State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of the plant site of Harvey 
Aluminum, Inc., in Hancock County, Ky. 

No. MC-117313 (Sub-No. El), filed 
May 30, 1974. Applicant: TRYON 

TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 68, Fairless 
Hills, Pa. 19030. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: John P. McMahon, Suite 1800, 100 
East Broad St., Columbus, Ohio 43215. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Tinplate, sheet 
metal, and tinners' and roofers* supplies, 
the transportation of which, because of 
size or weight, require the use of special 
equipment, and related machinery parts, 
and equipment when their transporta¬ 
tion is incidental to the transportation 
of commodities which by reason of size 
or weight require the use of special equip¬ 
ment, (a) between points in Ohio, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in New York on and south of Interstate 
Highway 84; points in New Jersey; points 
in Delaware north of a line beginning 
at the Delaware-Maryland State line and 
extending along Delaware Highway 44 
to Junction Delaware Highway 8, thence 
along Delaware Highway 8 to the Dela¬ 
ware River; points in Pennsylvania on 
and south and east of a line beginning 
at the Pennsylvania-Maryland State line 
and extending along U.S. Highway 1 to 
junction Pennsylvania Highway 100, 
thence over Pennsylvania Highway 100 
to junction U.S. Highway 22, thence over 
U.S. Highway 22 to the Pennsylvania- 
New Jersey State line; (b) between 
points in Pennsylvania on and south of a 
line beginning at the Pennsylvania-Ohio 
State line and extending along U.S. High¬ 
way 224 to New Castle, thence along U.S, 
Highway 422 to Indiana, thence along 
Pennsylvania Highway 56 to junction In¬ 
terstate Highway 76, thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 76 to the Pennsylvania- 
New Jersey State line, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points In New York 
on and south of Interstate Highway 84; 
and (c) between points in Pennsylvania 
on, west, and south of a line beginning 
at the Pennsylvania-New York State line 
and extending along U.S. Highway 219 
to junction U.S. Highway 322, thence 
along U.S. Highway 322 to Junction In¬ 


terstate Highway 76, thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 76 to the Pennsylvania- 
New Jersey State line, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in New Jersey 
on, east, and south of U.S. Highway 202; 
and (2) tinplate, iron and steel sheet, 
and tinners* and roofers ' supplies which 
are iron and steel articles (except com¬ 
modities which because of size or weight 
require the use of special equipment 
and/or handling), between the plantsite 
of the Bethlehem Steel Corporation at 
Bums Harbor, Porter County, Ind., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Delaware, restricted to shipments 
originating at, or destined to said plant- 
site. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Philadelphia, 
Pa. 

No. MC-118831 (Sub-No. E21), filed 
June 5, 1974. Applicant: CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 5044, High 
Point, North Carolina 27262. Applicant’s 
representative: Richard E. Shaw (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Dimethyl terephthalate, in bulk, from 
points in New Hanover County, N.C., 
and Spartanburg County, S.C., to points 
in Arkansas, Illinois, and Missouri. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Robertson County, Tenn. 

No. MC-119774 (Sub-No. E4), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: EAGLE 

TRUCKING COMPANY, P.O. Box 471, 
Kilgore, Tex. 75662. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Nolan Killings worth, Jr., 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: machinery, equipment, materials, 
and supplies, used in, or in connection 
with the discovery, development, pro¬ 
duction, refining, manufacture, process¬ 
ing, storage, transmission, and distribu¬ 
tion of natural gas and petroleum and 
their products and by-products, and 
machinery, equipment, materials, and 
supplies, used in, or in connection with, 
the construction, operation, repair, serv¬ 
icing, maintenance, and dismantling of 
pipelines, including the stringing and 
picking up thereof, between points in 
Florida on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Colorado. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of points in Oklahoma and points in 
Arkansas. 

No. MC-119774 (Sub-No. E5>, filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: EAGLE 

TRUCKING COMPANY, P.O. Box 471, 
Kilgore, Tex. 75662. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Nolan Killingsworth, Jr. 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Machinery, equipment, materials, 
and supplies, used in or in connection 
with the discovery, development, pro¬ 
duction, refining, manufacture, process¬ 
ing, storage, transmission, and distribu¬ 
tion of natural gas and petroleum and 
their products and by-products, and 
machinery, equipment, materials, and 
supplies, used in, or in connection with 
the construction, operation, repair, serv¬ 


icing, maintenance, and dismantling of 
pipelines, including the stringing and 
picking up thereof, between points in 
Florida on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Wyoming. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
points in Arkansas and Oklahoma. 

No. MC-119774 (Sub-No. E6). filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: EAGLE 

TRUCKING COMPANY, P.O. Box 471, 
Kilgore, Tex. 75662. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Nolan Killingsworth, Jr. 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Machinery, equipment, materials, 
and supplies, used in, or in connection 
with the discovery, development, produc¬ 
tion, refining, manufacture, processing, 
storage, transmission, and distribution of 
natural gas and petroleum and their 
products and by-products, and ma¬ 
chinery, equipment, materials, and 
supplies , used in, or in connection with 
the construction, operation, repair, serv¬ 
icing. maintenance, and dismantling of 
pipelines, including the stringing and 
picking up thereof, between points in 
Florida on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Montana. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
points in Texas. 

No. MC-119774 (Sub-No. E7>, filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: EAGLE 

TRUCKING COMPANY, P.O. Box 471, 
Kilgore, Tex. 75662. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Nolan Killingsworth. Jr. (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Pipe 
as described in Mercer Extension Oilfield 
Commodities, 74 M.C.C. 459. from points 
in New Mexico to points in West Virginia. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of Van Buren, Ark., and 
Moffett, Okla. 

No. MC-119774 (Sub-No. E8), filed 
May 20. 1974. Applicant: EAGLE 

TRUCKING COMPANY, P.O. Box 471. 
Kilgore, Tex. 75662. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Nolan Killingsworth, Jr. (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Pipe 
as described in Mercer Extension Oilfield 
Commodities, 74 M.C.C. 459, from points 
in New Mexico to points in New Jersey. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of Van Buren, Ark., and 
Moffett, Okla. 

No. MC-119774 (Sub-No. E9>. filed 
May 20. 1974. Applicant: EAGLE 

TRUCKING COMPANY, P.O. Box 471, 
Kilgore, Tex. 75662. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Nolan Killingsworth, Jr. (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Pipe 
as described in Mercer Extension Oilfield 
Commodities, 74 M.C.C. 459, from points 
in New Mexico to points In Maryland. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of Van Buren, Ark., and 
Moffett, Okla. 

No. MC-123601 (Sub-No. El), filed 
May 27, 1974. Applicant: STAPLE 
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TRUCKING SERVICE, INC., 445 Wind¬ 
ing Rd., Old Bethpage, N.Y. 11804. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Edward M. Al- 
fano, 550 Mamaroneck Ave., Harrison, 
N.Y. 10528. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: In¬ 
candescent lamps, and raw materials 
used in the manufacture of incandescent 
lamps between New York, N.Y., and 
points in Nassau and Westchester Coun¬ 
ties, N.Y., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in that part of New Jersey 
within 100 miles of Jersey City, N.J., in¬ 
cluding Jersey City but excluding Bergen 
and Passaic Counties, and points in 
Tioga, Bradford, Susquehanna, Pike, Ly¬ 
coming, Wyoming, Sullivan, Lacka¬ 
wanna, Wayne, Columbia, Luzerne, Car ¬ 
bon. Monroe, Northampton, Lehigh, 
and Philadelphia Counties, Pa. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of Hudson County, N.J. 

No. MC-133689 (Bub-No. E3), filed 
May 27, 1974. Applicant: OVERLAND 
EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 2667, New- 
brighton, Minn. 65112. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Daniel C. Sullivan, 327 S. 
LaSalle St., Chicago, HI. 60604. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Such merchandise 
as is dealt in by wholesale and retail de¬ 
partment stores (except foodstuffs), and 
in connection therewith, materials and 
supplies used in the conduct of such 
business; when such commodities are 
also such merchandise as is dealt in by 
wholesale, retail, and chain grocery and 
food business houses, and in connection 
therewith, equipment, materials, and 
supplies used in the conduct of such busi¬ 
ness (except dairy products, beverages, 
and commodities in bulk), from points in 
Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois (except 
points north of U.S. Highway 24), Indi¬ 
ana, Kansas, Kentucky, Maine, Mary¬ 
land, Massachusetts, Michigan, Missouri. 
New Hampshire, New Jersey (except 
points In Essex, Hudson, Hunterdon, 
Mercer, Middlesex. Passaic, and Union 
Counties, N.J.). New York (except points 
east of New York Highway 12), North 
Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode 
Island, South Carolina, Tennessee, Ver¬ 
mont, Virginia, and West Virginia to 
Huron, S. Dak. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of the facili¬ 
ties of World-Wide, Inc., and Erickson 
Petroleum Co., at Minneapolis-St. Paul, 
Minn. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-21005 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 amj 


[Notice 29] 

MOTOR CARRIER ALTERNATE ROUTE 
DEVIATION NOTICES 

September 6, 1974. 

The following letter-notices of pro¬ 
posals (except as otherwise specifically 
noted, each applicant states that there 
will be no significant effect on the qual¬ 
ity of the human environment resulting 


from approval of its application) to op¬ 
erate over deviation routes for operating 
convenience only have been filed with 
the Interstate Commerce Commission 
under the Commission’s Revised Devia¬ 
tion Rules-Motor Carriers of Property, 
1969 (49 CFR 1042.4(c) (11)) and notice 
thereof to all interested persons is 
hereby given as provided in such rules 
(49 CFR 1042.4(c) (ID). 

Protests against the use of any pro¬ 
posed deviation route herein described 
may be filed with the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission in the manner and 
form provided in such rules (49 CFR 
1042.4(c) (12)) at any time, but will not 
operate to stay commencement of the 
proposed operations unless filed within 
30 days from the date of publication. 

Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under the Commission’s Re¬ 
vised Deviation Rules-Motor earners of 
Property, 1969, will be numbered con¬ 
secutively for convenience in identifica¬ 
tion and protests, if any, should refer to 
such letter-notices by number. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC-8948 (Deviation No. 5). 
WESTERN GILLETTE, INC., 2550 
East 28th Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 
90058, filed August 19, 1974. Carrier pro¬ 
poses to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, of general commodi¬ 
ties, with certain exceptions, over devia¬ 
tion routes as follows: (1) From junction 
California Highway 99 (formerly U.S. 
Highway 99) and Interstate Highway 5 
north of Wheeler Ridge, Calif., over In¬ 
terstate Highway 5 to junction Califor¬ 
nia Highway 152; (2) from junction Cal¬ 
ifornia Highway 99 and Interstate High¬ 
way 5, over Interstate Highway 5 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 50; and (3) from 
junction California Highway 99 and In- 
.terstate Highway 5. over Interstate High¬ 
way 5 to junction Interstate Highway 
680, thence over Interstate Highway 580 
to junction U.S. Highway 50, and return 
over the same routes for operating con¬ 
venience only. The notice Indicates that 
the carrier is presently authorized to 
transport the same commodities, over 
pertinent service routes as follows: (1) 
From Los Angeles, Calif., over Interstate 
Highway 5 to junction California High¬ 
way 99, thence over California Highway 
99 via Bakersfield. Calif., to Junction Cal¬ 
ifornia Highway 152, thence over Cal¬ 
ifornia Highway 152 to Gilroy, Calif.: (2) 
from Los Angeles. Calif., over Interstate 
Highway 5 to junction California High¬ 
way 99. thence over California Highway 
99 to Sacramento, Calif.: and (3) from 
Los Angeles, Calif., over Interstate High¬ 
way 5 to junction California Highway 
99. thence over California Highway 99 to 
Manteca, Calif., thence over California 
Highway 120 to junction U.S. Highway 
60, thence over U.S. Highway 50 to San 
Francisco. Calif., and return over the 
same routes. 

No. MC-29910 (Deviation No. 3D, 
ARKANSAS-BEST FREIGHT SYSTEM, 
TNC., General Offices, Fort Smith, Ark. 
72901, filed August 28, 1974. Carrier pro¬ 
poses to operate as a common carrier, 


by motor vehicle, of general commodities, 
with certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route as follows: From St. Louis. Mo., 
over U.S. Highway 67 to junction Arkan¬ 
sas Highway 29, thence over Arkansas 
Highway 29 to Arkansas-Louisiana State 
line, thence over Louisiana Highway 3 to 
junction U.S. Highway 80, thence over 
U.S. Highway 80 to Shreveport, La., 
thence over U.S. Highway 171 to junction 
Louisiana Highway 5. thence over Loui¬ 
siana Highway 5 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 84 near Logansport, La., thence over 
U.S. Highway 84 to junction U,S. High¬ 
way 59. thence over U.S. Highway 59 to 
Houston, Tex., and return over the same 
route for operating convenience only. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities, over a pertinent serv¬ 
ice route as follows: From St. Louis. Mo., 
over U.S. Highway 67 to Texarkana. 
Arkansas-Texas, thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 59 to Marshall, Tex., thence over 
Texas Highway 43 to Henderson. Tex., 
thence over Texas Highway 26 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 59, thence over U.S. 
Highway 59 to Houston, Tex., and return 
over the same route. 

No. MC-33641 (Deviation No. 71). IML 
FREIGHT. INC., 2175 So. 3270 West, P.O. 
Box 2277, Salt Lake City, Utah 84110, 
filed August 26, 1974. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier ; by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities, with 
certain exceptions, over a deviation route 
as follows: From Niles, Mich., over U.S. 
Highway 31 to junction U.S. Highway 30 
near Plymouth, Ind., and return over the 
same route for operating convenience 
only. The notice indicates that the car¬ 
rier is presently authorized to transport 
the same commodities, over a pertinent 
service route as follows: From Niles, 
Mich., over Michigan Highway 60 to 
junction U.S. Highway 12, thence over 
U.S. Highway 12 to Hammond, Ind., 
thence over U.S. Highway 41 to junction 
U.S. Highway 30 near Schererville, Ind., 
thence over U.S. Highway 30 to junction 
U.S. Highway 31 near Plymouth, Ind., 
and return over the same route. 

No. MC-33641 (Deviation No. 72), IML 
FREIGHT, INC., 2175 So. 3270 West, 
P.O. Box 2277, Salt Lake City, Utah 84110, 
filed August 26, 1974. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities, with cer¬ 
tain exceptions, over a deviation route as 
follows: From Kalamazoo, Mich., over 
U.S. Highway 131 to Three Rivers, Mich., 
thence over Michigan Highway 60 to 
Niles, Mich., and return over the same 
route for operating convenience only. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities, over a pertinent serv¬ 
ice route as follows: From Kalamazoo. 
Mich., over U.S. Highway 12 (Interstate 
Highway 94) to New Buffalo, Mich., 
thence over Michigan Highway 60 to 
Niles, Mich., and return over the same 
route. 

No. MC-33641 (Deviation No. 73), IML 
FREIGHT, INC., 2175 So. 3270 West, P.O. 
Box 2277, Salt Lake City, Utah 84110, 
filed August 26, 1974. Carrier proposes 
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to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities , with 
certain exceptions, over a deviation route 
as follows: From Jackson, Mich., over 
U.S. Highway 127 to Van Wert, Ohio, and 
return over the same route for operating 
convenience only. The notice indicates 
that the carrier is presently authorized to 
transport the same commodities, over a 
pertinent service route as follows: From 
Jackson, Mich., over U.S. Highway 12 
(Interstate Highway 94) to Hammond, 
Ind., thence over U.S. Highway 41 to 
junction U.S. Highway 30 near Scherer¬ 
ville, Ind., thence over U.S. Highway 30 
to Van Wert, Ohio, and return over the 
same route. 

No. MC-33641 (Deviation No. 74), IML 
FREIGHT, INC., 2175 So. 3270 West, 
P.O. Box 2277, Salt Lake City, Utah 
84110, filed August 26, 1974. Carrier pro¬ 
poses to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, of general commodities , 
with certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route as follows: From Toledo, Ohio, over 
Interstate Highway 75 to Lima, Ohio, and 
return over the same route for operating 
convenience only. The notice indicates 
that the carrier is presently authorized to 
transport the same commodities, over a 
pertinent service route as follows: From 
Toledo, Ohio, over U.S. Highway 24 to 
Monroe, Mich., thence over Michigan 
Highway 50 to Jackson, Mich., thence 
over U.S. Highway 12 (Interstate High¬ 
way 94) to Hammond. Ind., thence over 
U.S. Highway 41 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 30 near Schererville, Ind.. thence 
over U.S. Highway 30 to junction U.S. 
Highway 30S near Delphos, Ohio, thence 
over U.S. Highway 30S to Lima, Ohio, 
and return over the same route. 

No c MC-33641 (Deviation No. 75), IML 
FREIGHT, INC., 2175 So. 3270 West, P.O. 
Box 2277, Salt Lake City, Utah 84110, 
filed August 26, 1974. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities, with cer¬ 
tain exceptions, over a deviation route as 
follows: From Toledo, Ohio, over Inter¬ 
state Highway 75 to junction Interstate 
Highway 80, thence over Interstate High¬ 
way 80 to junction Interstate Highway 76 
near North Jackson, Ohio, thence over 
Interstate Highway 76 to junction U.S. 
Highway 22 near Monroeville, Pa., and 
return over the same route for operating 
convenience only. The notice Indicates 
that the carrier is presently authorized 
to transport the same commodities, over 
a pertinent service route as follows: 
From Toledo, Ohio over U.S. Highway 24 
to Monroe, Mich., thence over Michigan 
Highway 50 to Jackson. Mich., thence 
over U.S. Highway 12 (Interstate High¬ 
way 94) to Hammond, Ind., thence over 
U.S. Highway 41 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 30 near Schererville, Ind., thence 
over U.S. Highway 30 to junction U.S. 
Highway 30S near Delphos, Ohio, thence 
over U.S. Highway 30S to Lima, Ohio, 
thence over U.S. Highway 25 to Piqua, 
Ohio, thence over U.S. Highway 36 to 
junction Ohio Highway 29 near Urbana, 
Ohio, thence over Ohio 29 to junction 
U.S. Highway 40 near West Jefferson, 


Ohio, thence over U.S. Highway 40 to 
Junction Ohio Highway 440, thence over 
Ohio Highway 440 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 40, thence over U.S. Highway 40 to 
Cambridge, Ohio, thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 22 to junction Interstate Highway 
76 near Monroeville, Pa., and return over 
the same route. 

No. MC-33641 (Deviation No. 76), IML 
FREIGHT, INC., 2175 So. 3270 West, P.O. 
Box 2277, Salt Lake City, Utah 84110, 
filed August 26, 1974. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities, with cer¬ 
tain exceptions, over a deviation route as 
follows: From the junction of Interstate 
Highway 94 and Interstate Highway 69 
near Marshall, Mich., over Interstate 
Highway 69 to Ft. Wayne, Ind., and re¬ 
turn over the same route for operating 
convenience only. The notice indicates 
that the carrier is presently authorized 
to transport the same commodities, over 
a pertinent service route as follows: From 
the junction of Interstate Highway 69 
and U.S. Highway 12 (Interstate High¬ 
way 94) near Marshall, Mich., over U.S. 
Highway 12 to Hammond, Ind., thence 
over U.S. Highway 41 to Schererville, 
Ind., thence over U.S. Highway 30 to Ft. 
Wayne, Ind., and return over the same 
route. 

No. MC-33641 (Deviation No. 77), IML 
FREIGHT, INC., 2175 So. 3270 West, P.O. 
Box 2277, Salt Lake City, Utah 84110, 
filed August 26, 1974. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities, with 
certain exceptions, over a deviation route 
as follows: From Gary, Ind., over Inter¬ 
state Highway 80 to Toledo, Ohio, and 
return over the same route for operating 
convenience only. The notice indicates 
that the carrier is presently authorized to 
transport the same commodities, over a 
pertinent service route as follows: From 
Gary, Ind., over U.S. Highway 12 (Inter¬ 
state Highway 94) to Jackson, Mich., 
thence over Michigan Highway 50 to 
Monroe, Mich., thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 24 to Toledo, Ohio, and return over 
the same route. 

No. MC-33641 (Deviation No. 78), IML 
FREIGHT, INC., 2175 So. 3270 West, 
P.O. Box 2277, Salt Lake City, Utah 
84110, filed August 26, 1974. Carrier pro¬ 
poses to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, of general commodities , 
with certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route as follows: From Kansas City, Mo., 
<Tver Interstate Highway 70 to junction 
Interstate Highway 270, thence over 
Interstate Highway 270 to junction In¬ 
terstate Highway 70, thence over Inter¬ 
state Highway 70 to Indianapolis, Ind., 
and return over the same route for oper¬ 
ating convenience only. The notice indi¬ 
cates that the carrier is presently author¬ 
ized to transport the same commodities, 
over a pertinent service route as follows: 
From Kansas City, Mo., over U.S: High¬ 
way 50 to junction Missouri Highway 100 
near Gray Summit, Mo., thence over 
Missouri Highway 100 to St. Louis, Mo., 
thence over U.S. Highway 50 to Cincin¬ 
nati, Ohio, thence over U.S. Highway 52 


to Indianapolis, Ind., and return over the 
same route. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-21006 Filed 0-10-74;8:45 am) 


[Notice 73) 

MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS AND 
CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS 

September 6, 1974. 

The following publications (except as 
otherwise specifically noted, each appli¬ 
cant (on applications filed after 
March 27, 1972) states that there will 
be no significant effect on the quality 
of the human environment resulting 
from approval of its application)^ are 
governed by the new .Special Rule 
1100.247 of the Commission’s Rules of 
Practice, published in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter, issue of December 3, 1963, which be¬ 
came effective January 1, 1964. 

The publications hereinafter set forth 
reflect the scope of the applications as 
filed by applicant, and may include de¬ 
scriptions, restrictions, or limitations 
which are not in a form acceptable to 
the Commission. Authority which ulti¬ 
mately may be granted as a result of the 
applications here noticed will not neces¬ 
sarily reflect the phraseology set forth 
in the application as filed, but also will 
eliminate any restrictions which are not 
acceptable by the Commission. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC-123872 (Sub-No. 21) (Repub- 
lication), filed March 21, 1974, and pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register issue of 
May 2, 1974, and republished this issue. 
Applicant: W & L MOTOR LINES, INC., 
State Road 1148, P.O. Box 2607, Hickory. 
N.C. 28601. Applicant’s representative: 
Theodore Polydoroff, Suite 600. 1250 
Connecticut Ave NW., Washington, D.C. 
20036. An Order of the Commission, Op¬ 
erating Rights Board, dated August 7, 
1974, and served September 3, 1974, finds 
that the present and future public con¬ 
venience and necessity require operation 
by applicant, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, (1) of furniture parts from 
Ennis, Tex., Oklahoma City and Hominy, 
Okla., and (2) of furniture materials and 
fuimiture packaging materials from Dal¬ 
las and Fort Worth, Tex., in both (1) 
and (2) above to points in Alabama. 
Florida, Georgia, Mississippi. North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, and 
Virginia: that applicant is flC willing, 
and able properly to perform such serv¬ 
ice and to conform to the requirements 
of the Interstate Commerce Act and the 
Commission’s rules and regulations 
thereunder. The purpose of this republi¬ 
cation is to change the commodity de¬ 
scription. Because it is possible that other 
parties who have relied upon the notice 
of the application as published, may have 
an Interest in and would be prejudiced 
by the lack of proper notice of the au¬ 
thority described above, issuance of a 
certificate in this proceeding will be with- 
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held for a period of 30 days from the 
date of this publication of the authority 
actually granted, during which period 
any proper party in interest may file an 
appropriate petition for intervention or 
other relief in this proceeding setting 
forth in detail the precise manner in 
which it has been so prejudiced. 

No. MC-128133 (Sub-No. 11) (Repub¬ 
lication) , filed April 19, 1973, published 
in the Federal Register issue of June 7, 

1973, and republished this issue. Appli¬ 
cant: H. H. OMPS, INC., Route 5, Box 
368, Winchester, Va. 22601. Applicant’s 
representative: Frank B. Hand, Jr., P.O. 
Box 446, Winchester, Va. 22601. An Order 
of the Commission, Review Board Num¬ 
ber 1. dated August 26, 1974 and served 
August 29, 1974, finds that the present 
and future public convenience and ne¬ 
cessity require operation by applicant, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, of (1) dry fertilizer and 
dry nitrogen, phosphate, and potash, (a) 
between the plant facilities of Kerr- 
McGee Chemical Corporation at Win¬ 
chester, Va., and Keymar, Md., and (b) 
from the plant facilities of Kerr-McGee 
Chemical Corporation at Winchester, 
Va., to points in Bedford and Hunting¬ 
don Counties, Pa., and (2) dry fertilizer 
from Milford, Va., to Gaithersburg, Md., 
subject to the condition that to the ex¬ 
tent the authority granted duplicates 
applicant’s existing authority, it shall 
not be construed as conferring more 
than a single operating right; that ap¬ 
plicant is fit, willing, and able properly 
to perform such service and to conform 
to the requirements, of the Interstate 
Commerce Act and the Commission’s 
rules and regulations thereunder. Be¬ 
cause it is possible that other parties 
who have relied upon the notice of the 
application as published, may have an 
interest in and would be prejudiced by 
the lack of proper notice of the author¬ 
ity described above, issuance of a cer¬ 
tificate in this proceeding will be with¬ 
held for a period of 30 days from the 
date of this publication of the authority 
actually granted, during which period 
any proper party in interest may file an 
appropriate petition for intervention or 
other relief in this proceeding setting 
forth in detail the precise manner f" 
which it has been so prejudiced. 

No. MC 2028 (Notice of filing of peti¬ 
tion for modification, clarification, and 
amendment of certificate). filed May 15, 

1974. Petitioner: GRAY FLEET TRUCK¬ 
ING CO., INC.. 386 Liberty St., Little 
Ferry, N.J. 07643. Petitioner’s represent¬ 
ative: George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele Ave¬ 
nue, Jersey City, N.J. 07306. Petitioner 
presently holds a motor common carrier 
certificate in No. MC 2028, issued August 
20, 1957, authorizing transportation over 
irregular routes, of heavy industrial 
chemicals and empty chemical contain¬ 
ers. used as the receptacles of heavy in¬ 
dustrial chemicals, between New York, 
N.Y., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
New Brunswick, N.J., and points in Ber¬ 
gen, Essex, Hudson, Morris, Somerset, 
Union, and Passaic Counties, N.J., and 
those in that part of Middlesex County, 


N.J., north of the Raritan River. By the 
instant petition, petitioner seeks (1) that 
the Commission issue an appropriate or¬ 
der that the petitioner be empowered 
and permitted to designate as its termi¬ 
nal area, all points within which local 
operations may be conducted in the New 
York, N.Y., Commercial Zone as estab¬ 
lished by the Commission, or (2) in the 
alternative, amend its territorial descrip¬ 
tion to read: “between the New York, 
N.Y., Commercial Zone, as defined in 
Commercial Zones and Terminal Areas, 
53 M.C.C. 451, within which local opera¬ 
tions may be conducted pursuant to the 
partial exemption of Section 203(b) (8) 
of the Interstate Commerce Act, (the 
“exempt zone”) and those points in New 
Jersey within 5 miles of New York, N.Y., 
and all of any municipality in New Jer¬ 
sey any part of which is within 5 miles 
of New York, N.Y., on the one hand, and. 
on the other, New Brunswick, N.J., and 
points in Bergen, Essex, Hudson, Morris, 
Somerset. Union, and Passaic County, 
N.J., and those in that part of Middlesex 
County, N.J., north of the Raritan River/' 
Any interested person or persons desir¬ 
ing to participate may file an original 
and six copies of his written representa¬ 
tions, views or arguments in support of 
or against the petition within 30 days 
from the date of publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. 

No. MC 114552 (Sub-No. 72) (Notice of 
filing of petition to extend the destina¬ 
tion points and to remove a restriction). 
filed August 23, 1974. Petitioner: SENN 
TRUCKING COMPANY, a Corporation, 
P.O. Drawer 220, Newberry, S.C. 29108. 
Petitioner's representative: William P. 
Jackson, Jr., 919 Eighteenth Street, 
Washington. D.C. 20006. Petitioner pres¬ 
ently holds a motor common carrier cer¬ 
tificate in No. MC 114552 (Sub-No. 72), 
issued August 20,1974, authorizing trans¬ 
portation over irregular routes, of con¬ 
struction materials, from the facilities of 
Barclay Industries, Inc., at Deer Park, 
N.Y.. and Lodi, N.J., to points in Alabama, 
Florida. Georgia, North Carolina. Ohio, 
South Carolina, Tennessee. Virginia, and 
West Virginia, restricted to the trans¬ 
portation of shipments originating at the 
named shipper facilities and destined to 
points in the above named destination 
states. By the instant petition, petitioner 
seeks (1) to add the destination points of 
Kentucky, Louisiana. Mississippi, Arkan¬ 
sas, Texas. Illinois, and Indiana and (2) 
to delete the restriction described in the 
authority above. Any interested person 
or persons desiring to participate may 
file an original and six copies of his writ¬ 
ten representations, views or arguments 
in support of or against the petition 
within 30 days from the date of publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register. 

No. MC 120021 (Sub-No. 2) (Petition 
for modification of certificate), filed 
May 28, 1974. Petitioner : THE COTTER 
MOVING & STORAGE COMPANY, a 
Corporation, Akron, Ohio. Petitioner’s 
representative: Thomas R. Kingsley, 
Todd. Dillon, and Sullivan, Federal Bar 
Building, 1819 H Street NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20006. Petitioner presently 
holds authority in No. MC-120021 (Sub- 


No. 2), to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, (1) Between 
points in Ohio, on the one hand. and. 
on the other, points in Alabama. Con¬ 
necticut, Delaware, Georgia, Illinois, In¬ 
diana, Iowa, Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, Missouri, New 
Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Penn¬ 
sylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia, Wisconsin, and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia; (2) Between Dayton, Ohio, and 
points within 25 miles thereof, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Minnesota, Nebraska, Wisconsin, Mis¬ 
souri, Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana. Ken¬ 
tucky, North Carolina, West Virginia, 
Maryland. New Jersey. New York, Penn¬ 
sylvania, Rhode Island, and the District 
of Columbia. The certificate authorizing 
the above-described operations was is¬ 
sued to petitioner on April 17, 1974. The 
Commission pursuant to its decision in 
Ex Parte 55 (Sub-No. 8), Gateway Elim¬ 
ination, 119 M.C.C. 530, requires that all 
certificates for operating authority is¬ 
sued after April 5, 1974 specifically state 
whether or not such certificates, or por¬ 
tions thereof, may or may not be tacked. 
As its certificate is silent in this regard, 
petitioner seeks modification of this cer¬ 
tificate so as to specifically authorize the 
joinder of the separately stated grants 
of authority therein in order that it may 
eliminate the gateway created by such 
joinder under the Gateway Elimination 
Rules established by the Commission in 
49 CFR 1065. Any interested person or 
persons desiring to participate may file 
an original and six copies of his written 
representations, views or arguments in 
support of or against the petition within 
30 days from the date of publication in 
the Federal Recister. 

No. MC-136913 (Sub-No. 1) (partial 
correction of a notice of filing of petition 
to extend the territorial description), 
filed August 9, 1974, published In the 
Federal Register issue of August 28, 
1974, and republished, as corrected in 
part, this issue. Petitioner: FRED SNI¬ 
DER, doing business as SUNDOWN 
LUMBER EXPRESS, P.O. Box 611, Silver 
Springs, Nev. 89429. Petitioner’s repre¬ 
sentative: Irene Warr, 430 Judge Build¬ 
ing. Salt Lake City, Utah 84111. 

Note. —The purpose of this partial repub¬ 
lication Is to correctly state that the peti¬ 
tioner holds motor contract carrier permit in 
MC-136913 (Sub-No. 1), in lieu of MC- 
136913. The rest of the notice remains as 
originally published. Any interested person 
or persons desiring to participate may file 
an original and six copies of his written rep¬ 
resentations, views or arguments in support 
of or against the petition within 30 days 
from the date of publication in the Federal 
Register. 

Applications Under Sections 5 and 
210a(b) 

The following applications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission's Special Rules governing notice 
of filing of applications by motor car¬ 
riers of property or passengers under 
Sections 5(a) and 210a (b) of the Inter- 
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state Commerce Act and certain other 
proceedings with respect thereto. <49 
CFR 1.240). 

Motor Carriers of Property 

Application for Certificate or Permit 
Which Are To Be Processed Concur¬ 
rently With Applications Under 
Section 5 Governed by Special Rule 
240 to the Extent Applicable. 

No. MC-30605 (Sub-No. 154), filed 
May 21, 1974. Applicant: THE SANTA 
FE TRAIL TRANSPORTATION COM¬ 
PANY, 433 East Waterman Street, 
Wichita, Kans. 67202. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Mert Starnes, P.O. Box 2207, 
Austin, Tex. 78767. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, livestock, com¬ 
modities in bulk and those requiring 
special equipment), (1) Between Red 
Bluff, Calif., and Los Angeles, Calif.: 
From Red Bluff, Calif., over California 
Highway 99 to Los Angeles, Calif., and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points and serving Allens- 
worth, Alpaugh, Atwater, Caruthers, 
Clovis, Conejo, Del Rey, Denair, Dinuba, 
Empire, Farmersville, Guernsey, Hugh- 
son, Laton, LeGrand, Lerdo, Lockeford, 
Parlier, Pinedale. Planada, Reedley, 
Richgrove, Riverdale, Sanger, Stoil, 
Sultana, Waukena, and Winton as off- 
route points; (2) Between Redding, 
Calif., and San Ysidro, Calif.: From 
Redding, Calif., over Interstate Highway 
5 to San Ysidro, Calif., and return over 
the same route, serving all intermediate 
points, and serving Willows as an off- 
route point; (3) Between Williams, 
Calif., and Grass Valley, Calif.: From 
Williams, Calif., over California High¬ 
way 20 to Grass Valley, Calif., and return 
over the same route, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points; (4) Between Grass 
Valley, Calif., and Placerville, Calif.: 
From Grass Valley. Calif., over Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 49 to Placerville, Calif., 
and return over the same route, serving 
all intermediate points, and serving Col¬ 
fax and Nevada City as off-route points. 

(5) Between junction of California 
Highway 149 and California Highway 99 
and junction of California Highway 70 
and California Highway 99: From junc¬ 
tion of California Highway 149 and Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 99, over California 
Highway 149 to its junction with Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 70 south of Paradise, 
thence over California Highway 70 to its 
junction with California Highway 99 
near Trowbridge, and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 

points; (6) Between Marysville, Calif., 
and Roseville, Calif.: From Marysville, 
Calif., over California Highway 65 to 
Roseville, Calif., and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 

points; (7) Between Vacaville, Calif., 

and Dunnigan, Calif.; From Vacaville, 
Calif., over Interstate Highway 505 to 
Dunnigan, Calif., and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 

points; (8) Between San Francisco, 
Calif., and Auburn, Calif.: From San 


Francisco, Calif., over Interstate High¬ 
way 80 to Auburn, Calif., and return 
over the same route, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points, and serving Davis as an 
off-route point; (9) Between Oakland, 
Calif., and junction of Interstate High¬ 
way 5 and Interstate Highway 580: From 
Oakland, Calif., over Interstate High¬ 
way 580 to its junction with Interstate 
Highway 5, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points, 
and serving Livermore as an off-route 
point. 

(10) Between junction of Interstate 
Highway 580 and Interstate Highway 
205 and junction California Highway 120 
and California Highway 99: From junc¬ 
tion of Interstate Highway 580 and Inter¬ 
state Highway 205 over Interstate High¬ 
way 205 via Tracy and over by-pass In¬ 
terstate Highway 205 to their junction 
with California Highway 120, thence over 
California Highway 120 to its junction 
with California Highway 99 at or near 
Manteca, and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points; (11) Be¬ 
tween Sacramento, Calif., and Placer¬ 
ville, Calif.: From Sacramento, Calif., 
over U.S. Highway 50 to Placerville, 
Calif., and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points, and serv¬ 
ing Fair Oaks, Folsom, and Perkins as 
off-route points; (12) Between San 
Rafael, Calif., and San Jose, Calif.: From 
San Rafael, Calif., over California High¬ 
way 17 to San Jose, Calif., and return 
over the same route, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points; (13) Between Vallejo, 
Calif., and San Jose, Calif.: From Vallejo, 
Calif., over Interstate Highway 680 to 
San Jose, Calif., and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 
points, and serving Pleasanton as an off - 
route point; (14) Between Oakland, 
Calif., and Pacheco, Calif.: From Oak¬ 
land, Calif., over California Highway 24 
to Pacheco, Calif., and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 
points; (15) Between Pinole, Calif., and 
Stockton, Calif.: From Pinole, Calif., 
over California Highway 4 to Stockton, 
Calif., and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points and serv¬ 
ing Antioch, Byron, Ehiightsen, Pitts¬ 
burg, and Port Chicago as off-route 
points; (16) Between Lodi, Calif., and 
Santa Rosa, Calif.: From Lodi, Calif., 
over California Highway 12 to Santa 
Rosa, Calif., and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 
(17) Between Antioch. Calif., and Sacra¬ 
mento, Calif.: From Antioch, Calif., over 
California Highway 160 to Sacramento, 
Calif., and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points; (18) Be¬ 
tween Calistoga, Calif., and Vallejo, 
Calif.: From Calistoga, Calif., over Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 29 to Vallejo, Calif., and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points; (19) Between 
Ignacio, Calif., and Vallejo, Calif.: From 
Ignacio, Calif., over California Highway 
37 to Vallejo, Calif., and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 
points; (20) Between San Francisco, 
Calif., and Carmel, Calif.: From San 
Francisco, Calif., over California High¬ 
way 1 to Carmel, Calif., and return over 


the same route, serving all intermediate 
points, and serving Ben Lomond, Boulder 
Creek, Brookdale, Felton and Scotts Val¬ 
ley as off-route points; 

(21) Between Santa Rosa, Calif., and 
Salinas, Calif.: From Santa Rosa, Calif., 
over U.S. Highway 101 to Salinas, Calif., 
and return over the same route, serving 
all intermediate points, and serving 
Cotati, Petaluma, and Sebastopol as off- 
route points; (22) Between junction 
California Highway 156 and U.S. High¬ 
way 101 and junction of California High¬ 
way 156 and California Highway 152: 
From junction California Highway 156 
and U.S. Highway 101, near San Juan 
Batista, over California Highway 156 to 
its junction with California Highway 152, 
near San Felipe, Calif., and return over 
the same route, serving all intermediate 
points; (23) Between Gilroy, Calif., and 
junction California Highway 152 and U.S. 
Highway 99: From Gilroy, Calif., over 
California Highway 152 to its junction 
with U.S. Highway 99, near Chowchilla. 
Calif., and return over the same route, 
serving all Intermediate points; (24) Be¬ 
tween junction of California Highway 33 
and Interstate Highway 205 and junction 
of California Highway 166 and California 
Highway 99: From junction of California 
Highway 33 and Interstate Highway 205 
at or near Banta, Calif., over California 
Highway 33 to Maricopa, Calif., thence 
over California Highway 166 to its junc¬ 
tion with California Highway 99, and re¬ 
turn over the same route, serving all in¬ 
termediate points; (25) Between Coal- 
inga, Calif., and Exeter, Calif.: From 
Coalinga, Calif., over California Highway 
198 to Exeter, Calif., and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 
points, and serving Lemon Cove and 
Woodlake as off-route points; (26) Be¬ 
tween Fresno, Calif., and junction Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 63 and California High¬ 
way 180: From Fresno, Calif., over Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 180 to its junction with 
California Highway 63, and return over 
the same route, serving all intermediate 
points; (27) Between Visalia, Calif., and 
junction of California Highway 63 and 
California Highway 180: From Visalia, 
Calif., over California Highway 63 to its 
junction with California Highway 180, 
and return over the same route, serving 
all intermediate points; (28) Between 
Fresno, Calif., and junction of Interstate 
Highway 5 and California Highway 41: 
From Fresno, Calif., over California 
Highway 41 to its junction with Inter¬ 
state Highway 5 near Kettleman City, 
Calif., and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points; (29) Be¬ 
tween Bakersfield, Calif., and Selma, 
Calif.: From Bakersfield, Calif., over 
California Highway 43 to Selma, Calif., 
and return over the same route, serving 
all intermediate points. 

(30) Between Exeter, Calif., and 
Bakersfield, Calif.: From Exeter, Calif- 
over California Highway 65 to Bakers¬ 
field, Calif., and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 
(31) Between Pomona, Calif., and junc¬ 
tion of California Highway 71 and U.S. 
Highway 395: From Pomona. Calif., over 
California Highway 71 to its junction 
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with U.S. Highway 395 near Murrieta, 
and return over the same route, serving 
all intermediate points; (32) Between 
San Bernardino, Calif., and San Diego, 
Calif.: Prom San Bernardino, Calif., over 
U.S. Highway 395 to Escondido, Calif., 
thence over Interstate Highway 15 to San 
Diego, Calif., and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points; 
(33 > Between Oceanside, Calif., and Es¬ 
condido, Calif.: Prom Oceanside, Calif., 
over California Highway 78 to Escondido, 
Calif., and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points. 

(34) Between Oceanside, Calif., and 
Fallbrook, Calif.: Prom Oceanside, Calif., 
over California Highway 76 to its junc¬ 
tion with unnumbered highway (for¬ 
merly U.S. Highway 395), thence over 
unnumbered highway to Fallbrook, Calif., 
and return over the same route, serving 
all intermediate points and serving Vista 
and Camp Pendleton as off-route points; 

(35) Between Manteca, Calif., and Mo¬ 
desto, Calif.: Prom Manteca, Calif., over 
California Highway 120 to Oakdale, 
Calif., thence over California. Highway 
108 to Modesto, Calif., and return over 
the same route, serving all intermediate 
points, serving all intermediate points 
on the foregoing routes (1) through (35> 
and all points lying within (15) miles of 
said routes as off-route points, and tra¬ 
versing on and over all public highways, 
streets, and roads between all points 
above authorized for operating conven¬ 
ience. 

(36) Between Salinas, Calif., and Los 
Angeles, Calif.: Prom Salinas, Calif., over 
U.S. Highway 101 to Los Angeles, Calif., 
and return over the same route, serving 
no intermediate points, as an alternate 
route for operating convenience only; 

(37) Between Paso Robles, Calif., and 
Famosa, Calif.: From Paso Robles, Calif., 
over California Highway 46 to Famosa, 
Calif., and return over the same route, 
serving no intermediate points, as an 
alternate route for operating conven¬ 
ience only; (38) To and from and be¬ 
tween all points and places located (a) 
within San Francisco Territory and (b) 
within Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, 
Napa, San Francisco, San Mateo, Santa 
Clara, Santa Cruz, Solano and Sonoma 
Counties, Calif., said San Francisco Ter¬ 
ritory being described as follows: San 
Francisco Territory includes all the City 
of San Jose and that area embraced by 
the following boundary: Beginning at 
the point the San Francisco-San Mateo 
County Boundary Line meets the Pacific 
Ocean; thence easterly along said bound¬ 
ary line to a point one mile west of U.S. 
Highway 101; southerly along an imagi¬ 
nary line one mile west of and paralleling 
U.S. Highway 101 to its intersection with 
Southern Pacific Company right of way 
at Arastradero Road; southeasterly 
along the Southern Pacific Company 
right of way to Pollard Road, including 
industries served by the Southern Pa¬ 
cific Company spur line extending ap¬ 
proximately 2 miles southwest from 
Simla to Permanente; easterly along 
Pollard Road to W. Parr Avenue; 

Easterly along W. Parr Avenue to 
Capri Drive; southerly along Capri Drive 
to E. Parr Avenue; easterly along E. Parr 


Avenue to the Southern Pacific Company 
right of way; southerly along the South¬ 
ern Pacific Company right of way to 
the Campbell-Los Gatos city limits; east¬ 
erly along said limits and the prolonga¬ 
tion thereof to the San Jose-Los Gatos 
Road; northeasterly along San Jose-Los 
Gatos Road to Fox worthy Avenue; east¬ 
erly along Foxworthy Avenue to Almaden 
Road; southerly along Almaden Road to 
Hillsdale Avenue; easterly along Hills¬ 
dale Avenue to U.S. Highway 101. 

Northwesterly along U.S. Highway 101 
to Tully Road; northeasterly along Tully 
Road to White Road; northwesterly 
along White Road to McKee Road; 
southwesterly along McKee Road to Cap¬ 
itol Avenue: northwesterly along Capitol 
Avenue to State Highway 17 (Oakland 
Road); northerly along State Highway 
17 to Warm Springs, northerly along the 
unnumbered highway via Mission San 
Jose and Niles to Hayward; northerly 
along Foothill Boulevard to Seminary 
Avenue; easterly along Seminary Avenue 
to Mountain Boulevard; northerly along 
Mountain Boulevard and Moraga Avenue 
to Estates Drive; westerly along Estates 
Drive, Harbord Drive, and Broadway 
Terrace to College Avenue; northerly 
along College Avenue to Dwight Way; 
easterly along Dwight Way to the Berke- 
ley-Oakland boundary line; northerly 
along said boundary line to the campus 
boundary of the University of California; 
northerly and westerly along the campus 
boundary of the University of California 
to Euclid Avenue; northerly along Euclid 
Avenue to Marin Avenue; westerly along 
Marin Avenue to Arlington Avenue; 
northerly along Arlington Avenue to U.S. 
Highway 40 (San Pablo Avenue); north¬ 
erly along U.S. Highway 40 to and in¬ 
cluding the City of Richmond; south¬ 
westerly along the highway extending 
from the City of Richmond to Point 
Richmond; southerly along an imaginary 
line from Point Richmond to the San 
Francisco Waterfront at the foot of Mar¬ 
ket Street; westerly along said water¬ 
front and shoreline to the Pacific Ocean; 
southerly along the shoreline of the Pa¬ 
cific Ocean to point of beginning. 

(39) To and from and between all 
points and places located (a) within Los 
Angeles Basin Territory and (b) within 
Los Angeles, Orange, and Ventura Coun¬ 
ties, Calif., said Los Angeles Basin Ter¬ 
ri tory being described as follows: Los 
Angeles Basin Territory includes that 
area embraced by the following bound¬ 
ary : Beginning at the point the Ventura 
County-Los Angeles County boundary 
line intersects the Pacific Ocean; thence 
northeasterly along said county line to 
the point it intersects State Highway 
118, approximately two miles west of 
Chatsworth; easterly along State High¬ 
way 118 to Sepulveda Boulevard; north¬ 
erly along Sepulveda Boulevard to 
Chatsworth Drive; northeasterly along 
Chatsworth Drive to the corporate 
boundary of the City of San Fernando; 
westerly and northerly along said corpo¬ 
rate boundary to McClay Avenue; north¬ 
easterly along McClay Avenue and its 
prolongation to the Angeles National 
Forest boundary; southeasterly and east¬ 
erly along the Angeles National Forest 


and San Bernardino National Forest 
boundary to the county road known as 
Mill Creek Road; westerly along Mill 
Creek Road to the county road 3.8 miles 
north of Yucaipa; southerly along said 
county road to and including the unin¬ 
corporated community of Yucaipa; west- 
terly along Redlands Boulevard to U.S. 
Highway 99; northwesterly along U.S. 
Highway 99 to the corporate boundary of 
the City of Redlands. 

Westerly and northerly along said cor¬ 
porate boundary to Brookside Avenue: 
westerly along Brookside Avenue to Bar¬ 
ton Avenue; westerly along Barton Ave¬ 
nue and its prolongation to Palm Ave¬ 
nue; westerly along Palm Avenue to La 
Cadena Drive; southwesterly along La 
Cadena Drive to Iowa Avenue; southerly 
along Iowa Avenue to U.S. Highway 60; 
southwesterly along U.S. Highways 60 
and 395 to the county road approxi¬ 
mately one mile north of Perris; easterly 
along said cpunty road via Nuevo and 
Lakeview to the corporate boundary of 
the City of San Jacinto; easterly, south¬ 
erly, and westerly along said corporate 
boundary to San Jacinto Avenue; south¬ 
erly along San Jacinto Avenue to State 
Highway 74; westerly along State High¬ 
way 74 to the corporate boundary of the 
City of Hemet; southerly westerly, and 
northerly along said corporate boundary 
to the right of way of The Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Company; 
southwesterly along said light of way 
to Washington Avenue: southerly along 
Washington Avenue, through and in¬ 
cluding the unincorporated community 
of Winchester to Benton Road; westerly 
along Benton Road to the county road 
intersecting U.S. Highway 395, 2.1 miles 
north of the unincorporated community 
of Temecula; 

Southerly along said county road to 
U.S. Highway 395; southeasterly along 
U.S. Highway 395 to the Riverside 
County-San Diego County boundary line; 
westerly along said boundary line to the 
Orange County-San Diego County 
boundary line; southerly along said 
boundary line to the Pacific Ocean; 
northwesterly along the shoreline of the 
Pacific Ocean to point of beginning; and 
(40) To and from and between all points 
and places located (a) within San Diego 
Territory and (b) San Diego County, 
said San Diego Territory being described 
as follows: San Diego Territory includes 
that area embraced by the following 
boundary: Between points in California 
within an area bounded by a line begin¬ 
ning at the northerly junction of U.S. 
Highways 101-E and 101-W (4 miles 
north of La Jolla); thence easterly to 
Miramar on U.S. Highway 395; thence 
southeasterly to Lakeside on the El 
Cajon-Ramona Highway (State High¬ 
way 67); thence southerly to Bostonia on 
U.S. Highway 80; thence southeasterly 
to Jamul on State Highway 94; thence 
due south to the International Boundary 
Line, west to the Pacific Ocean and north 
along the coast to point of beginning. 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 
This is a matter directly related to the Sec¬ 
tion 5 proceeding in MC-F-12170 published 
in the Federal Register Issue of March 27 t 
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1974. If a hearing is deemed necessary, the 
applicant requests it be held at San Francisco 
and Los Angeles, Calif. 

No. MC-F-12101. (Amendment) (E. K. 
MOTOR SERVICE, INC.—MERGER— 
E. K. MOTOR SERVICE. INC. (MO.)), 
published in the January 23, 1974, issue 
of the Federal Register on page 2653. By 
petition filed June 17, 1974. applicant 
Tom B. Kretsinger seeks Commission ap¬ 
proval of the control of E. K. MOTOR 
SERVICE, INC. (the proposed surviving 
corporation), through stock ownership 
and management, and the control of said 
corporation in a common interest with 
Grain Belt Transportation Company, 
and Tri-D Truck Line, Inc. 

MC—F-12298. Authority sought for 
merger by PETROLEUM CARRIER 
CORPORATION OF FLORIDA, 155 E. 
21st Street, Jacksonville FL 32206, of the 
operating rights and property of DIA¬ 
MOND SAND & STONE CO., of the Jack¬ 
sonville FL 32206 address, and for ac¬ 
quisition by FLORIDA ROCK INDUS¬ 
TRIES, INC., also of Jacksonville, FL 
32206, of control of such rights and prop¬ 
erty through the transaction. Applicants’ 
attorney: Martin Sack, Jr.. 1754 Gulf 
Life Tower. Jacksonville, FL 32207. Op¬ 
erating rights sought to be merged: Road 
building and construction aggregates, in 
bulk, over irregular routes as a common 
carrier between those points in Alabama, 
which are south of the southern bound¬ 
aries of Chambers, Tallapoosa, Coosa, 
Chilton, Perry, Hale and Sumter Coun¬ 
ties, Alabama: those points in Georgia 
which are south of the southern bound¬ 
aries of Harris. Talbot, Crawford, Bibb. 
Twiggs, Wilkinson, Johnson, Emanuel, 
Jenkins, and Screven Counties, Georgia: 
and those points in Florida which are 
north of the northern boundaries of 
Pasco. Sumter, Lake, Seminole, Brevard 
Counties, Florida, dolomite, in bulk, in 
dump vehicles from points in Taylor 
County, Florida, to points in Georgia and 
Alabama, bauxite ore, in bulk, in dump 
vehicles between points in Alabama. 
Florida, and Georgia, ground dolomitic 
limestone and ground calcium limestone, 
in bulk, in dump vehicles, from the fa¬ 
cilities of Dixie Lime and Stone Com¬ 
pany in Jackson County, Fla., southeast 
of Marianna, Fla., to points in Alabama 
and Georgia. PETROLEUM CARRIER 
CORPORATION, is authorized to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier in Florida, Ala¬ 
bama, Georgia, and South Carolina. Ap¬ 
plication has not been filed for tempor¬ 
ary authority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-12299. Authorit y sou ght for 
control and merger by TERMINAL 
TRANSPORT COMPANY, INC., 248 
Chester Ave. SE., Atlanta, GA 30316, of 
the operating rights and property of 
TROJAN FREIGHT LINES, INC., 909 
Keowee St., Dayton, OH 45404, and for 
acquisition by AMERICAN COMMER¬ 
CIAL LINES, 2919 Allen Parkway, 
Houston, TX 77019, and TEXAS GAS 
TRANSMISSION CORP., 3800 Frederica 
St., Owensboro, KY 42301, of control of 
such rights and property through 
the transaction. Applicants’ attorneys: 
Harold H. Clockey, 1740 The Equitable 


Bldg., Atlanta, GA 30303, and Jack 
Goodman, 39 S. LaSalle St., Chicago, IL 
60603. Operating rights sought to be con¬ 
trolled and merged: General commodi¬ 
ties, excepting among others, dangerous 
explosives, household goods and com¬ 
modities in bulk, as a common carrier 
over regular routes, between Dayton, 
Ohio, and Indianapolis, Ind., between 
Dayton. Ohio, and junction of U.S. High¬ 
ways 35 and 40, serving various off-route 
points. TERMINAL TRANSPORT COM¬ 
PANY, INC., is authorized to operate as 
a common carrier in Alabama, Florida, 
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Ken¬ 
tucky, Michigan, Missouri, New York* 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, and Wis¬ 
consin. Application has been filed for 
temporary authority under section 
210a(b). 

No. MC-F-12300. Authority sought for 
purchase by MIDWEST MOTOR EX¬ 
PRESS, INC.. 5015 E. Main St., Bis¬ 
marck, ND 58501, of a portion of the 
operating rights and property of 
UNTTED-BUCKINGHAM FREIGHT 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 192, Littleton, CO 
80120. and for acquisition by E. J. ROS- 
WICK, also of Bismarck, ND 58501, of 
control of such rights and property 
through the purchase. Applicants’ at¬ 
torney: Ernest R. Fleck. P.O. Box 1436, 
Bismarck, ND 58501. Operating rights 
sought to be transferred: General com¬ 
modities, with exceptions, as a common 
carrier over regular routes, between 
Minot and Portal, N. Dak., between 
Minot and Sherwood, N. Dak., between 
South St. Paul, Minn., and Bottineau, 
N. Dak., between Detroit Lakes and 
Crookston, Minn., between Fargo and 
Pembina, N. Dak., between Rolla, N. 
Dak., and the United States-Canada 
Boundary line, between Minot and Devils 
Lake, N. Dak., serving various intermedi¬ 
ate and off-route points, over one alter¬ 
nate route for operating convenience 
only; petroleum products in containers, 
from Duluth, Minn., to Fargo, N. Dak., 
from Duluth, Minn., to Grand Forks, N. 
Dak., serving no intermediate points; 
general commodities, with exceptions, 
over irregular routes, between points in 
that pari of North Dakota bounded by a 
line beginning at Minot, N. Dak., and ex¬ 
tending north along U.S. Highway 83 to 
certain specified points in North Dakota 
and to point of beginning, including 
points on the indicated portions of the 
highways specified, on the one hand, and 
on the other, Minneapolis, St. Paul, 
South St. Paul, and Stillwater, Minn., 
between points in Minnesota within 35 
miles of Breckenridge, Minn., including 
Breckenridge, Minn., on the one hand, 
and on the other, points in Benson. Bot¬ 
tineau, Burke, Cavalier, Divide, Grand 
Forks, McHenry, Mountrail, Nelson, 
Pembina, Pierce, Ramsey, Renville, 
Rolette, Towner, Walsh, Ward, and Wil¬ 
liams Counties in North Dakota, between 
points in Benson, Bottineau, Burke. Cav¬ 
alier, Divide, Grand Forks, McHenry, 
Mountrail, Nelson, Pembina, Pierce, 
Ramsey, Renville, Rolette, Towner, 
Walsh, Ward, and Williams Counties in 
North Dakota. Vendee is authorized to 


operate as a common carrier in Minne¬ 
sota, Montana, North Dakota, South Da¬ 
kota, and Wisconsin. Application has 
been filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a(b). 

Note. —Docket Nos. MC-2153 (Sub-No. 45) 
and MC-103435 (Sub-No. 224) are mattera 
directly related. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-21009 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 


[Notice 1531 

MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

September 11, 1974. 

Synopses of orders entered by the Mo¬ 
tor Carrier Board of the Commission 
pursuant to sections 212(b), 206(a), 211, 
312(b), and 410(g) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
1132), appear below: 

Each application (except as otherwise 
specifically noted) filed after March 27, 
1972, contains a statement by applicants 
that there will be no significant effect on 
the quality of the human environment 
resulting from approval of the applica¬ 
tion. As provided in the Commission’s 
Special Rules of Practice any interested 
person may file a petition seeking recon¬ 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings on or before October 1, 1974. 
Pursuant to section 17(8) of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act, the filing of such a 
petition will postpone the effective date 
of the order in that proceeding pending 
its disposition. The matters relied upon 
by petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC-75326. By order entered 
September 4, 1974, the Motor Carrier 
Board approved the transfer to Brook- 
hiser Trucking, Inc., Wever t Iowq, of the 
operating rights set forth in Certificate 
No. MC-113621, issued July 31, 1958, to 
William Brookhiser, Robert Brookhiser, 
and Harold Brookhiser, doing business 
as Brookhiser Trucking Company, Wever. 
Iowa, authorizing the. transportation of 
agricultural implements, twine, feed, 
tankage, carnival paraphernalia, amuse¬ 
ment rides, clay products, coal, empty 
barrels, fending, hay, straw, livestock, 
mill feed, feeding molasses, fertilizer, 
petroleum products, paper bags, roofing 
materials, pickles, poultry, egg cases, 
vinegar, and wooden tanks and vats, 
from, to, or between points in Illinois, 
Iowa, and Missouri. Kenneth F. Dudley, 
611 Church St., P.O. Box 279, Ottumwa, 
Iowa 52501, representative for appli¬ 
cants. 

No. MC-FC-75328. By order of Au¬ 
gust 29. 1974, the Motor Carrier Board 
approved the transfer to John Bisgrove, 
Jr., Gerald Bisgrove, Mary Lou Jones, 
Betty Jean Kinsella, James A. Smith, and 
Intrans Express Lines, Ltd., a partner¬ 
ship, doing business as Doral Transport 
Company, St. Catherines, Ontario, Can¬ 
ada, of the operating rights in Certificate 
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No. MC-92733 (Sub-No. 2>, issued Janu¬ 
ary 3, 1973, to Wallace Transport Co., 
Limited, Port Colbome, Ontario. Canada, 
authorizing the transportation of various 
commodities from, to and between the 
ports of entry on the United States- 
Canada Boundary line located at or near 
Buffalo, Niagara Falls, and Lewiston, 
N.Y., and specified points in New York, 
Ohio, and Pennsylvania, Leonard A. 
Jaskiewicz, 1730 M St. NW.. Washington, 
D.C. 20036, attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-75350. By order of Sep¬ 
tember 3, 1974, the Motor Carrier Board 
approved the transfer to Able Moving & 
Storage Co., Inc., Nashua, N.H., of a por¬ 
tion of the operating rights in Certifi¬ 
cate No. MC-59557 issued January 13, 
1949, to Auclair Transportation, Inc., 
Manchester, N.H., authorizing the trans¬ 
portation of household goods between 
points in specified counties in New Hamp¬ 
shire, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Connecticut, Maine, Massachu¬ 
setts, New Jersey, New York, Rhode Is¬ 
land, and Vermont. Frank J. Weiner, 15 
Court Sq., Boston, Mass. 02108, attorney 
for transferee. Mary E. Kelley, 11 River¬ 
side Ave., Medford, Mass. 02155, attorney 
for transferor. 

No. MC-FC-75352. By order of Au¬ 
gust 30, 1974, the Motor Carrier Board 
approved the transfer to Stanley 
Kucemba, doing business a a Star Parcel 
and Courier Service, Trenton, N.J., of 
the operating rights in Permit No. MC- 
110762 issued July 31, 1958, to Walter 
Emmons, Jr., doing business as Star 
Delivery Service, Crosswicks, N.J., au¬ 
thorizing the transportation of such mer¬ 
chandise as is dealt in by retail depart¬ 
ment stores from Trenton, N.J., to points 
in a described area of Pennsylvania. Sey¬ 
mour I. Marcus, 143 East State St.. Tren¬ 
ton, N.J. 08608, attorney for applicants. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR Doc.74-21019 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 ami 


[Notice 127J 

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 

September 3, 1974. 

The following are notices of filing of 
application, except as otherwise specifi¬ 
cally noted, each applicant states that 
there will be no significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment re¬ 
sulting from approval of its application, 
for temporary authority under section 
210a(a) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act provided for under the new rules of 
Ex Parte No. MC-67, (49 CFR Part 1131) 
published in the Federal Register, issue 
of April 27, 1965, effective July 1, 1965. 
These rules provide that protests to the 
granting of an application must be filed 
with the field official named in the Fed¬ 
eral Register publication, within 15 cal¬ 
endar days after the date of notice of 
the filing of the application is published 
in the Federal Register. One copy of 
such protests must be served on the ap¬ 
plicant, or its authorized representative, 
if any, and the protests must certify that 


such service has been made. The pro¬ 
tests must be specific as to the service 
which such protestant can and will offer, 
and must consist of a signed original and 
six (6) copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, 
and can be examined at the Office of the 
Secretary, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C., and also in field 
office to which protests are to be trans¬ 
mitted. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 75651 (Sub-No. 71TA), filed 
August 21, 1974. Applicant: R. C. 

MOTOR LINES, INC., 1450 Wabash Ave¬ 
nue, Terre Haute, Ind. 47808. Applicant’s 
representative: P. M. Witham, 1450 
Wabash Avenue, Terre Haute, Ind. 
47808. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Acti¬ 
vated charcoal or coke in ocean contain¬ 
ers and (2) Empty ocean containers, (1) 
from Savannah, Ga., to Power Generat¬ 
ing plan of Gulf Power Co. located at or 
near Boykin, Fla., and (2) from Power 
Generating plan of Gulf Power Co. lo¬ 
cated at or near Boykin, Fla., to Savan¬ 
nah, Ga., for 180 days. Supporting ship¬ 
per: Frederick Richards of G., Inc., 620 
Realty Building, P.O. Box 1246, Savan¬ 
nah, Ga. 31402. Send protests to: Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor James W. Habermehl, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, 802 Century Bldg., 
36 S. Penn. St., Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. 

No. MC 103191 (Sub-No. 47 TA). 
filed August 23, 1974. Applicant: THE 
GEO. A. RHEMAN CO.. INC., 2019 Elgin 
Street, P.O. Box 2095, Station A, 
Charleston, S.C. 29403. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative : Harris G. Andrews, P.O. Box 
4255, Greenville, S.C. 29608. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Alcoholic liquors, in bulk, 
between Savannah, Ga., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Cincinnati, 
Ohio, and points in Kentucky, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: National Dis¬ 
tillers Products Company, 11750 Chester- 
dale Road, Cincinnati, Ohio 45246. Send 
protests to: E. E. Strotheid, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, Room 302 
1400 Building, 1400 Pickens Street, 
Columbia. S.C. 29201. 

No. MC 103435 (Sub-No. 225 TA), 
filed August 22, 1974. Applicant: 

UNITED-BUCKINGHAM FREIGHT 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 192, 5773 South 
Prince Street, Littleton, Colo. 80120. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Alvin J. 
Meiklejohn, Jr., 1600 Lincoln Center 
Building, 1660 Lincoln Street, Denver, 
Colo. 80203. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular and irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Regular routes: (A) General 
Commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the site of 
the United States Air Force Base and 
points within 5 miles thereof, located 


approximately 10 to 20 miles north of 
Glasgow. Mont., as off-route points in 
connection with carrier’s regular-route 
operations in Montana, (1) Between 
Minneapolis, Minn., and Fargo, N. Dak., 
serving no intermediate points: from 
Minneapolis over U.S. Highway 52 to 
Fargo, and return over the same route; 

(2) Between Bismarck, N. Dak., and 
Minot, N. Dak., serving no intermediate 
points and serving Bismarck and Minot, 
N. Dak., for the purpose of joinder only: 
from Bismarck over U.S. Highway 83 to 
Minot, and return over the same route; 

(3) Between Minot, N. Dak., and Devils 
Lake, N. Dak., serving no intermediate 
points, and serving the termini for the 
purposes of joinder only: from Minot 
over U.S. Highway 2 to Devils Lake, and 
return over the same route: (4) Between 
Devils Lake, N. Dak., and Minneapolis, 
Minn., serving the off-route points of St. 
Paul, South St. Paul, and Stillwater, 
Minn., and serving Devils Lake. N. Dak., 
for the purposes of joinder only: (a) 
from DeviLs Lake over U.S. Highway 2 
to Grand Forks. N. Dak., thence over 
U.S. Highway 81 to Fargo, N. Dak., 
thence over U.S. Highway 10 to Anoka, 
Minn., thence over U.S. Highway'169 to 
Minneapolis, and return over the same 
route; (b) from Devils Lake to Fargo. 
N. Dak., as specified above, thence over 
U.S. Highway 52 via Evansville, Minn., to 
Minneapolis, and return over the same 
route: and (c) from Devils Lake over 
U.S. Highway 2 via Grand Forks, N. Dak., 
to junction U.S. Highway 59, thence 
over U.S. Highway 59 to Elbow Lake, 
Minn., thence over Minnesota Highway 
79 to Evansville, Minn., thence as speci¬ 
fied above to Minneapolis, and return 
over the same route; (5) Between Minot. 
N. Dak., and Culbertson, Mont., serving 
the intermediate points in Montana 
without restriction, and serving Minot, 
N. Dak. t for the purposes of joinder only: 
from Minot over U.S. Highway 2 to Cul¬ 
bertson and return over the same route. 

Restriction: Operations to and from 
Culbertson, Mont., are restricted against 
the handling of traffic moving to, from, 
or through points on U.S. Highway 2 west 
of Culbertson, Mont., and east of and in¬ 
cluding Glasgow. Mont., in connection 
with the regular route described im¬ 
mediately above; (B) Classes A and B 
explosives. Between Moorhead, Minn., 
and Fargo, N. Dak., serving all inter¬ 
mediate points: from Moorhead over 
U.S. Highway 10 to Fargo and return over 
the same route; (C) General commod¬ 
ities (except those of unusual value, 
household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, commodities in bulk, commod¬ 
ities requiring special equipment, other 
than those requiring special handling be¬ 
cause of weight or size, and commodities 
injurious or contaminating to other lad¬ 
ing) Between Fargo. N. Dak., and Grand 
Forks, N. Dak., serving no intermediate 
points and serving Grand Forks, N. 
Dak., for the purposes of joinder only: 
from Fargo over U.S. Highway 81 to 
Grand Forks, N. Dak., and return over 
the same route; and (D) Agricultural 
machinery, and twine. From Stillwater, 
Minn., to Fargo, N. Dak., serving the in- 
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termediate point of St. Paul, Minn., and 
the off-route point of Minneapolis, 
Minn., both restricted to pickup only 
of agricultural machinery requiring 
special equipment: from Stillwater over 
Minnesota Highway 95 to Junction Min¬ 
nesota Highway 212, thence over Min¬ 
nesota Highway 212 to St. Paul, Minn., 
thence over U.S. Highway 10 to Fargo, 
and return over the same route with no 
transportation for compensation ex¬ 
cept as otherwise authorized. 

Alternate routes for operating conven¬ 
ience only: (A) General commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk and those requiring special equip¬ 
ment). Between junction U.S. Highway 
52 and Minnesota Highway 55 near Rob- 
binsdale, Minn., and junction Minnesota 
Highways 55 and 79 near Elbow Lake, 
Minn., serving no intermediate points: 
from junction U.S. Highway 52 and 
Minnesota Highway 55 over Minnesota 
Highway 55 to junction Minnesota 
Highway 79 and return over the same 
route; and (B) General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, and 
commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment), Between Fargo, N. Dak., and 
Bismarck, N. Dak., with no service at 
Bismarck, N. Dak., and serving no inter¬ 
mediate points: from Fargo over U.S. 
Highw r ay 10 to Bismarck, and return over 
the same route. Irregular routes: (A) 
Grain and seeds , in bulk, between points 
in Valley. McCone, Richland, Roose¬ 
velt, Daniels, and Sheridan Counties, 
Mont., those in that part of North Da¬ 
kota north of a line beginning at Fargo, 
N. Dak., and extending westerly along 
U.S. Highway 10 to the Misssouri River, 
near Mandan. N. Dak., thence along the 
Missouri River to junction North Dakota 
Highway 23, and thence along North 
Dakota Highway 23 to the North Dakota- 
Montana State line, including Fargo, N. 
Dak., and points on the described seg¬ 
ment of North Dakota Highway 23 (but 
not including points on U.S. Highway 
10, other than Fargo, N. Dak.), on the 
one hand, and, on the other, Superior 
Wis., and points in Minnesota; (B) Gen¬ 
eral commodities (except those of un¬ 
usual value, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special equip¬ 
ment), between Minneapolis and St. 
Paul. Minn., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, the site of the Twin City Ord¬ 
nance Plant, in Mounds View Township, 
Ramsey County, Minn.; and (C) Gen¬ 
eral commodities (except those of un¬ 
usual value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, commodities in bulk, and those 
requiring special equipment), between 
Fargo, West Fargo, South West Fargo, 
and Union Stockyards, N. Dak. 

Regular route: General commodities 
(except those of unusual value, Class A 
and B explosives, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special equip¬ 
ment), Between points in the Minne- 
apolis-St. Paul, Minn., Commercial Zone 


as defined by the Commission and Fargo. 
N. Dak., serving no intermediate points: 
from St. Paul over U.S. Highway 10 to 
Fargo, and return over the same route. 
Regular routes: General commodities 
(except those of unusual value. Classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment). Between Sheridan, Wyo., 
and Birney, Mont., serving all intermedi¬ 
ate points and all off-route points within 
12 miles of the described route: from 
Sheridan over U.S. Highway 87 to Acme, 
Wyo., thence over unnumbered highway 
to the Wyoming-Montana State line, 
and thence over unnumbered highways 
via Decker, Mont., to Birney and return 
over the same route. Irregular routes: 
General commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives). Between Miles City, 
Mont., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Montana within 150 
miles thereof (except Jordan and 
Broadus, Mont., and all points inter¬ 
mediate thereto located on Montana 
Highway 22 and U.S. Highway 212, be¬ 
tween Jordan and Broadus, Mont., other 
than Miles City. Mont.), for 180 days. 
Supporting shippers: There are approxi¬ 
mately 66 statements of support attached 
to the application, which may be exam¬ 
ined here at the Interstate Commerce 
Commission in Washington, D.C., or 
copies thereof which may be examined 
at the field office named below. Send pro¬ 
tests to: Roger L. Buchanan, District 
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, 2022 Fed¬ 
eral Bldg., 1961 Stout Street, Denver, 
Colo. 80202. 

Note.— Applicant already holds all of this 
authority in various Subs to MC 103435. This 
application is directly related to Section 5 
applications described in the form. No dupli¬ 
cating authority is sought and applicant 
Intends to tack all of these operating rights 
as it has done in the past under existing au¬ 
thority. Also applicant states that it will 
InterUne at aU authorized service points as 
it does today. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. 915 TA), 
filed August 22, 1974. Applicant: MAT- 
LACK, INC., 10 West Baltimore Avenue, 
Lansdowne. Pa. 19050. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: John Nelson (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Lead 
oxides, in bulk, from West Pottsgrove 
Township, Montgomery County. Pa., to 
Trenton, N.J.; Port Jervis, N.Y.; Muir- 
kirk, Md.; and Lynchburg, Va., for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: James A. Cat- 
lin. Manager, Pottstown Division, Ham¬ 
mond Lead Products, Inc., Pottstown 
Division, P.O. Box 795, Pottstown, Pa. 
19464. SEND PROTESTS TO: Ross A. 
Davis, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations, 600 Arch Street, Room 3238, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19106. 

No. MC 107743 (Sub-No. 30 TA), 
filed August 22, 1974. Applicant: SYS¬ 
TEM TRANSPORT, INC., 6523 E. Broad¬ 
way, P.O. Box 3456 TA, Spokane, Wash. 
99220. Applicant’s representative: S. J. 


Cully, Jr., P.O. Box 3456, Terminal An¬ 
nex, Spokane, Wash. 99220. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Steel bar, from the plant - 
site of Jones & Laughlin Steel Corp., from 
Hammond. Ind., to Clearfield, Utah, for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: Jones & 
Laughlin Steel Corporation, 141 4th 
Street, Hammond, Ind. 46320. Send pro¬ 
tests to: L. D. Boone, Transportation 
Specialist, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 6049 Fed¬ 
eral Office Building, 919 1st Avenue, 
Seattle, Wash. 98174. 

No. MC 111302 (Sub-No. 80TA) filed 
August 22, 1974. Applicant: HIGHWAY 
TRANSPORT, INC., 1500 Amherst Road. 
Knoxville. Tenn. 37919. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Jerome F. Marks, 1940 
Drive, P.O. Box 1636, Atlanta, Ga. 30301. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Lime products, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Knox County, Tenn., to points In Louisi¬ 
ana. Mississippi, Arkansas and those 
points in Ohio on and north of U.S. High¬ 
way 40, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Tennessee Lime Company, Subsidiary 
Rangaire Corp., Route 8. Asbury Road. 
Knoxville, Tenn. 37914. Send protest to: 
Joe J. Tate, District Supervisor, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, 803 1808 West End Building. 
Nashville. Tenn. 37203. 

No. MC 112963 (Sub-No. 56TA) filed 
August 23, 1974. Applicant: ROY BROS., 
INC., 764 Boston Road, Pinehurst, Mass. 
01866. Applicant’s representative: Leon¬ 
ard E. Murphy (same address as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Urea form¬ 
aldehyde resin, in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles, from Andover, Mass., to Plattsburg. 
N.Y., for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Reichhold Chemicals, Inc., RCI Building. 
While Plains. N.Y. 10602. Send protests 
to: District Supervisor Darrell Ham¬ 
mons, Interstate Commerce Commission. 
Bureau of Operations, Room 501, 150 
Causeway Street, Boston. Mass. 02114. 

No. MC 115162 (Sub-No. 299TA) 
August 21, 1974. Applicant: POOLE 
TRUCK LINE, INC., P.O. Box 500, Ever¬ 
green, Ala. 36401. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Robert E. Tate (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Plastic ar¬ 
ticles, from the plantsite and storage fa¬ 
cilities of Evans Products Company at or 
near Chesapeake, Va.. to points in Ala¬ 
bama, Florida, Arkansas, Georgia. Loui¬ 
siana. Mississippi, Tennessee, and Texas, 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Evans 
Products Company, 201 Dexter Street. 
West, Chesapeake, Va. 23324, Building 
Materials Group. Send protests to: Clif¬ 
ford W. White, District Supervisor, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, Room 1616, 2121 Building, 
Birmingham, Ala. 35203. 

No. MC 115524 (Sub-No. 28TA) filed 
August 20, 1974. Applicant: BURSCH 
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TRUCKING, INC., doing business as 
ROADRUNNER TRUCKING. INC., 415 
Rankin Road NE., Albuquerque. N. Mex. 
87107. Applicant’s representative: Don F. 
Jones (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Lumber, moulding, 
and particleboard, (1) from points in 
Arizona, Colorado, New Mexico, and 
Utah, to points in Nebraska, Minnesota, 
Iowa, North Dakota, South Dakota, and 
Wyoming and (2) from El Paso. Tex., to 
points in Arizona and New Mexico, for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: Duke City 
Lumber Company, Inc., P.O. Box 25807, 
Albuquerque, N. Mex. 87125. Send-pro¬ 
tests to: John H. Kirkemo. District Su¬ 
pervisor, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Bureau of Operations, 1106 Federal 
Office Building, 517 Gold Avenue 6W., 
Albuquerque. N. Mex. 87101. 

Note. —Applicant states that it Intends 
to tack and/or Interline with any other car¬ 
rier with authority in MC 115524 Subs 2 
and 14. 

No. MC 117119 (Sub-No. 512TA) filed 
August 21, 1974. Applicant: WILLIS 
SHAW FROZEN EXPRESS. INC., P.O. 
Box 188, Elm Springs. Ark. 72728. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: L. M. McLean 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: <T) Candy and/or confec¬ 
tionery and related products (except in 
bulk, and (2) advertising matter, premi¬ 
ums, and display materials when shipped 
in the same vehicle with commodi¬ 
ties described in (1), in vehicles equipped 
with mechanical refrigeration, from the 
plant site and warehouse facilities of 
M&M/Mars, a division of Mars, Inc., at 
Albany, Ga., to points in Arizona. Arkan¬ 
sas, California, Colorado. Minnesota, 
Missouri, Oregon, Texas, and Utah, for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: M&M/ 
Mars, a Division of Mars. Incorporated, 
High Street, Hackettstown, N.J. 07840. 
Send protests to: District Supervisor Wil¬ 
liam H. Land, Jr., Bureau of Operations. 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 2519 
Federal Office Building, 700 West Capi¬ 
tol, Little Rock. Ark. 72201. 

No. MC 117574 (Sub-No. 250TA) filed 
August 21. 1974. Applicant: DAILY EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., P.O. Box 39, Carlisle, Pa. 
17013. Applicant’s representative: E. S. 
Moore, Jr. (same address as applicant) 
or James W. Hagar, P.O. Box 1166, Har¬ 
risburg, Pa. 17108. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Material handling systems, pallet 
storage racks, stacker cranes, parts of the 
systems, racks, and cranes, and materials, 
accessories and supplies used in the con¬ 
struction, installation, or maintenance of 
such systems, racks, and cranes (except 
commodities in bulk), from Bonaparte, 
Iowa. West Willow, Willow Street, and 
Perkasie. Pa., to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii), for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: Control 
Flow Systems, Inc., P.O. Box 1446, Lan¬ 
caster, Pa. 17604. Send protests to: Rob¬ 
ert P. Amerine, District Supervisor, In¬ 


terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations, 278 Federal Building, P.O. 
Box 869, Harrisburg, Pa. 17604. 

No. MC 119700 (Sub-No. 20 TA). filed 
August 23, 1974. Applicant: STEEL 

HAULERS. INC., 306 Ewing Avenue. 
Kansas City, Mo. 64125. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: James T. Allinder (same 
address as applicant), or Frank W. Tay¬ 
lor, Jr., 1221 Baltimore. Kansas City, Mo. 
64105. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Particle¬ 
board and plywood, from Silsbee and 
Bon Weir, Tex., to points in Illinois. Indi¬ 
ana, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, Michigan, 
Ohio, Minnesota, Nebraska, and Wiscon¬ 
sin, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Kirby Lumber Co., P.O. Box 577, Silsbee, 
Tex. 77656. Send protests to: Vernon V. 
Coble, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op¬ 
erations, 600 Federal Building, 911 Wal¬ 
nut Street, Kansas City, Mo. 64106. 

No. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 611 TA). filed 
August 20, 1974. Applicant: SCHWER- 
MAN TRUCKING CO., a Corporation, 
611 South 28th Street, Milwaukee, Wis. 
53246. Applicant’s representative: Rich¬ 
ard H. Prevette (same address as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum inter¬ 
face, in bulk, from Green Bay, Wis., to 
East Chicago, Ill., for 180 days. Support¬ 
ing shipper: Phillips Petroleum Com¬ 
pany, 154 Phillips Building Annex. Bar¬ 
tlesville, Okla. 74004 (I. * C. Dickerson, 
Director. Transportation Services). Send 
protests to: District Supervisor John E. 
Ryden, Bureau of Operations. Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 135 West Wells 
St., Room 807, Milwaukee, Wis. 53203. 

No. MC 125777 (Sub-No. 146 TA), 
filed August 21, 1974. Applicant: JACK 
GRAY TRANSPORT. INC., 4600 East 
15th Avenue. Gary, Ind. 46403. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Allan C. Zucker- 
man, 39 South LaSalle Street. Chicago. 
HI. 60603. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Coke, from Chicago, HI., to points in 
Wisconsin, Iowa. Minnesota, Ohio, and 
Missouri, for 150 days. Supporting ship¬ 
per: Miller and Company, 55 East Mon¬ 
roe St.. Chicago. Ill. 60603. Send protests 
to: J. H. Gray, District Supervisor, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission. Bureau 
of Operations, 345 W. Wayne St., Room 
204, Ft. Wayne. Ind. 46802. 

No. MC 126709 (Sub-No. 6 TA). filed 
August 20. 1974. Applicant: SABER, 
INC., 514 South Floyd Blvd., Sioux City, 
Iowa 51101. Applicant’s representative: 
Davey E. Delaney (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid blood, in tank trucks, from Spen¬ 
cer, Iowa, to Schuyler, Nebr., for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Spencer 
Foods, Inc., P.O. Box 1228. Spencer, 
Iowa 51301. Send protests to: District 
Supervisor Carroll Russell, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op¬ 


erations, Suite 620 Union Pacific Plaza, 
110 North 14th Street, Omaha, Nebr. 
68102. 

No. MC 127577 (Sub-No. 9 TA), filed 
August 21, 1974. Applicant: D. DON¬ 
NELLY LIMITED, 191 Murray Street. 
Montreal, Quebec. Canada H3C 2C9. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: W. Norman 
Charles, 80 Bay Street, Glens Falls, N.Y. 
12801. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Magne¬ 
tite and illmenite ore, in bulk, in dump 
vehicles, from Taliawus, N.Y., to the 
port of entry on the International 
Boundary line between the United States 
and Canada at or near Champlain, N.Y.. 
restricted to traffic having an immediate 
subsequent movement in foreign com¬ 
merce, for 180 days. Supporting ship¬ 
pers: Canada Cement Lafarge Ltd., P.O. 
Box 344, St. Constant, Co. Laprairie. 
Quebec, Canada; MacIntyre Develop¬ 
ment. Titanium Pigment Division. N L 
Industries, Inc., Tahawus, N.Y. 12879; 
and Quebec Iron and Titanium Corpo¬ 
ration, Tracy. Quebec, Canada. Send 
protests to: District Supervisor Paul D. 
Collins. Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Bureau of Operations, P.O. Box 
548, Montpelier, Vt. 05602. 

No. MC 127777 (Sub-No. 22 TA), filed 
August 20, 1974. Applicant: MOBILE 
HOME EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 547, 
Wausau, Wis. 54401. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Harvey Thomas (same ad¬ 
dress as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Motorized cargo vans, from Elk¬ 
hart. Ind., to points in the United States, 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Frolic 
Homes, Inc., 2600 S. Nappanee Street, 
P.O. Box 100. Elkhart, Ind. 46514. Send 
protests to: Barney L. Hardin. District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. Bureau of Operations, 139 W. 
Wilson Street, Room 202, Madison, Wis, 
53703. 

No. MC 128030 (Sub-No. 81 TA), filed 
August 23, 1974. Applicant: THE STOUT 
TRUCKING CO., INC., P.O. Box 177. 
Urbana, HI. 61801. Applicant’s represen¬ 
tative: R. C. Stout (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Glass 
containers and closures therefor, from 
the plantsite of Midland Glass Co., Terre 
Haute, Ind., to points in Arkansas, Iowa, 
and Minnesota, for 180 days. SUPPORT¬ 
ING SHIPPER: James V. L. Jones, Man¬ 
ager of Transportation, Midland Glass 
Co., Inc., P.O. Box 557, Cliffwood, N.J. 
07721. SEND PROTESTS TO: R. G. An¬ 
derson, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations, Everett McKinley Dirksen Build¬ 
ing. 219 South Dearborn Street, Room 
1086, Chicago, Ill. 60604. 

No. MC 129886 (Sub-No. 10 TA), filed 
August 22, 1974. Applicant: CALVIN E. 
SUMMERS, 112 Spruce Street, Eliza¬ 
beth ville, Pa. 17023. Applicant’s represen¬ 
tative: John W. Frame, Box 626, Camp 
Hill, Pa. 17011. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a contract carrier, by motor ve- 
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hide, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Foodstuffs requiring mechanical refrig¬ 
eration (except frozen foods), from the 
plantsite of Calvin E. Summers at Eliza- 
bethville, Pa., to points in Delaware. 
Maryland, New York, New Jersey, West 
Virginia, Ohio, and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia, under a continuing contract 
with Sugardale Foods, Inc., 1600 Har- 
mont Avenue NE.. Canton, Ohio, for 180 
days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: Sugar- 
dale Foods, Inc., 1600 Harmont Avenue 
NE., Canton. Ohio 44711. SEND PRO¬ 
TESTS TO: Robert P. Amerine, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations. 278 Fed¬ 
eral Building, P.O. Box 869, Harrisburg. 
Pa. 17108. 

No. MC 133684 (Sub-No. 12 TA), filed 
August 22, 1974. Applicant: GORDON 
FAST FREIGHT. INC., 2205 Pacific 
Highway East, Tacoma, Wash. 98422. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Larry Gordon 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Malt 'beverages , from Los 
Angeles Commercial Zone, to Tacoma, 
Wash., for 180 days. SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER: Western Beer Distributors, 
712 East 26th, Tacoma, Wash. 98421. 
SEND PROTESTS TO: L. D. Boone, 
Transportation Specialist, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations, 6049 Federal Office Building, 909 
1st Avenue, Seattle. Wash. 98174. 

No. MC 134060 (Sub-No. 13 TA), filed 
August 20, 1974. Applicant: DAVINDER 
FREIGHTWAYS LTD., Duncan Finan¬ 
cial Centre, Duncan, British Columbia, 
Canada V9L 2P8. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: James T. Johnson, 1610 IBM Build¬ 
ing, Seattle, Wash. 98101. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Lumber and lumber prod¬ 
ucts , between ports of entry on the 
United States-Canada International 
Boundary line at or near Blaine, Lynden 
and Sumas. Wash., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Oregon and 
Washington, for 180 days. SUPPORTING 
SHIPPERS: Coast Lumber, Inc., 517 
White-Henry-Stuart Building, Seattle, 
Wash. 98101; MacMillan Bloedel Limited, 
1075 West Georgia Street, Vancouver, 
British Columbia, Canada; Heidner & 
Co., Inc., 15 N. Broadway, Tacoma. Wash. 
98403; CanAm Industries Ltd., 1670 West 
8th Avenue, Vancouver, British Colum¬ 
bia, Canada ; and Pacific Overland Tim¬ 
ber Ltd., P.O. Box 34214, Station D, Van¬ 
couver, British Columbia, Canada. SEND 
PROTESTS TO: L. D. Boone, Transpor¬ 
tation Specialist, Bureau of Operations, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 6049 
Federal Office Building, 909 1st Avenue, 
Seattle, Wash. 98174. 

No. MC 134755 (Sub-No. 45 TA), filed 
August 23, 1974. Applicant: CHARTER 
EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 3772,1959 East 
Turner St., Springfield, Mo. 65804. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Larry D. Knox, 
9th Floor, Hubbell Building, Des Moines, 
Iowa 50309. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 


Candy, confectionery, and confectionery 
products (except commodities in bulk, in 
tank vehicles) and advertising matter, 
premiums, toys, and display materials, 
when shipped in the same vehicle with 
candy, confectionery and confectionery 
products from the plant site and ware¬ 
house facilities of Leaf Confectionery 
Div., W. R. Grace, Inc., at Chicago, Ill., 
to points in Texas, Oklahoma, Missouri, 
Tennessee, and New Mexico, for 180 
days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: Leaf 
Confectionery Division, W. R. Grace & 
Co., 1155 N. Cicero Avenue, Chicago, HI. 
60651. SEND PROTESTS TO: John V. 
Barry, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op¬ 
erations, 600 Federal Office Building, 911 
Walnut Street, Kansas City, Mo. 64106. 

No. MC 136008 (Sub-No. 38 TA), filed 
August 23, 1974. Applicant: JOE 

BROWN COMPANY, INC., 20 Third 
Street, P.O. Box 1669, Ardmore, Okla. 
73401. Applicant’s representative: Rufus 
H. Lawson, 106 Bixler Building, 2400 
Northwest 23rd St., Oklahoma City, Okla. 
73107. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Rock, 
Sand, and Gravel, from points in Gray 
and Wheeler Counties, Tex., to points In 
Beckham County, Okla., for 180 days. 
SUPPORTING SHIPPER: Broce Con¬ 
struction Co., Inc., E. A. Taylor, Asst. 
Secretary, P.O. Box 247, Woodward, 
Okla. SEND PROTESTS TO: C. L. Phil¬ 
lips, District Supervisor, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera¬ 
tions, Room 240, Old Post Office Build¬ 
ing, 215 Northwest Third, Oklahoma 
City, Okla. 73102. 

No. MC 136342 (Sub-No. 4 TA), filed 
August 21, 1974. Applicant: JACKSON 
AND JOHNSON, INC., West Church 
Street, Box 7. Savannah, N.Y. 13146. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: S. Michael 
Richards, 44 North Avenue, P.O. Box 225, 
Webster. N.Y. 14580. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Cranberries and cranberry prod¬ 
ucts, from Hanson, Onset, and Middle- 
boro, Mass., and Bordentown, N.J.. to 
points in New York, for 180 days. SUP¬ 
PORTING SHIPPER: Ocean Spray 
Cranberries, Inc., Hanson, Mass. 02341, 
Endre Endresen, Jr., Senior Vice Presi¬ 
dent, Operations. SEND PROTESTS 
TO: Morris H. Gross, District Supervisor, 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Room 104, 301 Erie 
Blvd., West, Syracuse, N.Y. 13202. 

No. MC 138438 (Sub-No. 9 TA) 
(AMENDMENT), filed July 29, 1974, 
published in the Federal Register issues 
of August 9, 1974 and August 26, 1974. 
and republished as corrected this issue. 
Applicant: D. M. BOWMAN, INC., Route 
3, Box 26, Hagerstown, Md. 21740. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Charles E. 
Creager, P.O. Box 1417, Hagerstown, Md. 
21740. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Gabions, 
in vehicles equipped with mechanical, 
rotating, articulating boom unloaders, 
from the plantsite of Maccaferri Gabions 


at or near Williamsport, Md., to points in 
New York, New Jersey, Delaware, the 
District of Columbia, Maryland, Virginia. 
West Virginia, Ohio, and Kentucky, for 
180 days. Note: The purpose of this re¬ 
publication is to show the application in 
full whereas the original publication 
omitted the portion pertaining to use of 
specialized equipment for this transpor¬ 
tation. The rest of the application will 
remain as previously published in the 
• Federal Register. 

No. MC 138668 (Sub-No. 3TA), filed 
August 21, 1974. Applicant: MER¬ 

CHANTS DELIVERY AND WARE¬ 
HOUSE CORPORATION, 1307 Baur 
Boulevard, St. Louis, Mo. 63141. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: H. J. Morgan 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Stretch bottles and greet¬ 
ing cards, from St. Louis, Mo., to points 
in Florida, Georgia. Texas, Oklahoma. 
Alabama, Louisiana, New Mexico, Ar¬ 
kansas, Tennessee, Mississippi, North 
Carolina, and South Carolina, for 180 
days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: The 
Eclectic, 710 N 20th Street. St. Louis, Mo. 
63103. SEND PROTESTS TO: J. P. 
Werthmann, District Supervisor, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, Room 1465, 210 North 12th 
Street, St. Louis, Mo. 63101. 

No. MC 139771 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed 
August 23, 1974. Applicant: GAFCO. 
INC., 1040 West 45th Street, Norfolk, 
Va. 23508. Applicant's representative: 
Chester A. Zyblut, 1522 K Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20005. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Marine paint , in con¬ 
tainers from Bayonne, N.J., to port 
facilities located at Baltimore. Md.; 
Norfolk Va.; Wilmington, N.C.; Charles¬ 
ton, S.C.; Savannah, Ga.; Tampa, Jack¬ 
sonville, Miami and Port Canaveral, Fla.: 
Mobile, Ala.; New Orleans, La.; Houston, 
Tex.; Los Angeles and San Francisco. 
Calif.; Portland, Oreg.; and Seattle. 
Wash., for 180 days. SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER: Hempel Marine Paints, Inc.. 
153 East 53d Street. Bayonne. N.J. 07002. 
•SEND PROTESTS TO: District Super¬ 
visor C. M. Harmon, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, 10-502, Federal Bldg., 
400 North 8th Street, Richmond, Va. 
23240. 

No. MC 139845 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
August 23,1974. Applicant: BESELAERE 
CARTAGE AND FUELS LIMITED, 467 
James Street, Delhi, Ontario. Canada. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert D. 
Gunderman, Suite 710 Statler Hilton, 
Buffalo, N.Y. 14202. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Liquid protein supplements , not in¬ 
tended for human consumption, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, for the account of 
Brockville Chemical Industries Limited. 
Montreal, Quebec, Canada, from Adrian. 
Mich, and Arcade, N.Y., to ports of entry 
on the International Boundary line 
between the United States and Canada 
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in Michigan and New York and returned 
shipments of the same commodities in 
the reverse direction, for 180 days. SUP¬ 
PORTING SHIPPER: Brockville Chem¬ 
ical Industries Limited, 1255 University 
Street, Suite 1420, Montreal, Quebec, 
Canada H3B 3X1. SEND PROTESTS 
TO: George M. Parker, District Super¬ 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 612 Federal 
Building, 111 West Huron Street, Buffalo, 
N.Y. 14202. 

No. MC 139846 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
August 22. 1974. Applicant: WADDICK 
TRANSPORT LIMITED, R. R. No. 6, 
Chatham, Ontario, Canada. Applicant’s 
representative: Robert D. Gunderman, 
Suite 710 Statler Hilton, Buffalo, N.Y. 
14202. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Protein 
supplements, not intended for human 
consumption, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
for the account of Brockville Chemical 
Industries Limited, Montreal, Quebec, 
Canada, from Adrian, Mich, and Arcade, 
N.Y., to ports of entry on the Interna¬ 
tional Boundary line between the United 
States and Canada in Michigan and New 
York, and returned shipments of the 
same commodity in the reverse direction, 
for 180 days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: 
Brockville Chemical Industries, Limited, 
1255 University Street, Suite 1420, 
Montreal, Quebec, Canada H3B 3X1. 
SEND PROTESTS TO: Melvin F. Kirsch, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 1110 
Broderick Tower, 10 Witherell, Detroit, 
Mich. 48226. 

No. MC 140031 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
August 22, 1974*. Applicant: METAL 
TRANSPORT, INC., 708 Thornton 
Street, Liberty, Mo. 64068. Applicant’s 
representative: Frank W. Taylor, Jr., 
1221 Baltimore Avenue, Kansas City, Mo. 
64105. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Crushed 
automobile bodies and scrap metal, be¬ 
tween points in Wisconsin, North Da¬ 
kota, South Dakota, Iowa, Nebraska, 
Missouri, Kansas, Oklahoma, Illinois, 
Colorado, Minnesota, and Arkansas, for 
180 days. SUPPORTING SHIPPERS: 
Swanglers Auto Wrecking, Highway 2, 
Grand Forks, N. Dak.; Prolerized Steel 
Corporation, 1153 South 12th Street, P.O. 
Box 2219, Kansas City, Kans. 66110; and 
Jim’s Auto Wrecking. Thompson. N. Dak. 
SEND PROTESTS TO: Vernon V. Coble, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission. Bureau of Operations, 600 
Federal Building, 911 Walnut Street, 
Kansas City, Mo. 64106. 

No. MC 140068 (Sub-No. 1 TA). filed 
August 22, 1974. Applicant: KARL 

EMDE, 3835 East 2nd Avenue, North 
Burnaby, British Columbia, Canada. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Dan R. Olson, 
518 Bellingham National Bank Bldg., 
Bellingham, Wash. 98225. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: Commercial fishing gear 


and related products, between British 
Columbia, Canada border and Belling¬ 
ham. Wash., for 180 days. SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER: John Redden Net Co. Inc., 
2626 Harbor Loop. Bellingham, Wash. 
98225. SEND PROTESTS TO: L. D. 
Boone, Transportation Specialist. Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, 6049 Federal Office Building, 
909 1st Avenue, Seattle, Wash. 98174. 

No. MC 140077 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
August 22, 1974. Applicant: SMITH 
TERMINAL WAREHOUSE COMPANY, 
3535 Northwest 112th Street, Miami, Fla. 
33167. Applicant’s representative: Ber- 
nad C. Pestcoe, 19 West Flagler Street, 
Suite 511, Miami, Fla. 33130. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Canned goods (applicant 
does not seek authority to transport any 
commodities in bulk or in tank vehicles), 
between the facilities of Smith Terminal 
Warehouse Company, Miami, Fla., and 
points in Dade. Broward, and Palm 
Beach Counties, Fla., on shipments hav¬ 
ing a prior or subsequent movement in 
interstate or foreign commerce, for 180 
days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: NCC 
Food Corporation, 570 Race Street, POB 
5040, San Jose. Calif. 95150. SEND PRO¬ 
TESTS TO: Joseph B. Teichert, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, Palm Coast n Building, Suite 
208, 5255 Northwest 87th Avenue, Miami, 
Fla. 33166. 

No. MC 140122 (Sub-No. 1 TA) (Cor¬ 
rection) , filed August 13, 1974, published 
in the Federal Register issue of Au¬ 
gust 27, 1974, and republished as cor¬ 
rected this issue. Applicant: SNOW¬ 
BALL, LTD., P.O. Box 361, Morton. HI. 
61550. Applicant’s representative: Jacob 
P. Billig, 1126 16th Street NW., Washing¬ 
ton. D.C.20036. 

Note. —The purpose of this republication Is 
to show that the applicant’s MC number Is 
No. MC 140122 (Sub-No. 1 TA), in lieu of No. 
MC 138743 (Sub-No. 9 TA), which pas pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register in error. The 
rest of the application wiU remain as pre¬ 
viously published. 

No. MC 140128 TA, filed August 23, 
1974. Applicant: YARMOUTH LUMBER 
INC., North Street, Yarmouth, Maine 
04096. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam Phipps (same address as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Crushed autos, 
scrap engine blocks and transmissions, 
from points in Maine, on the one hand, 
to points in New Hampshire and Massa¬ 
chusetts on the other, for 180 days. SUP¬ 
PORTING SHIPPERS: Cumberland 
Auto Salvage, Cumberland, Maine 04021 
and E. Ingerson & Sons, Allen Range 
Road, Freeport, Maine 04032. SEND 
PROTESTS TO: Donald G. Weiler, Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 
Room 307, 76 Pearl Street, Portland, 
Maine 04112. 

Motor Carriers of Passengers 

No. MC 125115 (Sub-No. 6 TA), filed 
August 21, 1974. Applicant: EL PASO- 


LOS ANGELES LIMOUSINE EXPRESS 
INC., 720 South Oregon Street, El Paso, 
Tex. 79947. Applicant’s representative: M. 
Ward Bailey. 2412 Continental Life Bldg., 
Forth Worth, Tex. 76102. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: Passengers and their bag¬ 
gage, (A) Between El Paso, Tex, and Los 
Angeles, Calif., serving no intermediate 
points: from El Paso over Interstate 
Highway 10 to the junction of Interstate 
Highway 8, thence over Interstate High¬ 
way 8 to the junction of California High¬ 
way 98. thence over California Highway 
98 to Calexico, Calif., thence over Cali¬ 
fornia Highway 86 to Indio, Calif., thence 
over Interstate Highway 10 to Los 
Angeles, and return over the same route, 
for 180 days. 

Note. —Applicant presently has authority 
to operate between El Paso. Tex. and Los 
Angeles, Cafif., over a regular route trans¬ 
porting passengers and their baggage, as 
shown In the route above. Applicant Is seek¬ 
ing to increase the number of passengers and 
their baggage that may be transported in any 
one vehicle from 17 to 33 (not including the 
driver thereof). 

SUPPORTING SHIPPERS: There are 
approximately 25 statements of support 
attached to the application, which may 
be examined here at the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission in Washington, D.C., 
or copies thereof which may be examined 
at the field office named below. SEND 
PROTESTS TO: Haskell E. Ballard, Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, Box 
H-4395, Herring Plaza, Amarillo, Tex. 
79101. 

No. MC 140127 TA, filed August 22, 
1974. Applicant: RESORT WHEELS, 
INC., Pinecrest Shopping Center, Bur¬ 
lington, Wis. 53105. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Allan B. Torhorst, 217 East 
Jefferson Street, Burlington, Wis. 53105. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Passengers 
and their baggage, between Burlington, 
Wis., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
O’Hare International Airport at Chicago, 
HI., for 180 days. SUPPORTING SHIP¬ 
PERS: Murphy Products Company, Inc., 
124 S. Dodge St., Burlington, Wis. 53105 
(Charles J. Mazza, Dir. of Industrial Re¬ 
lations) ; Standard Press, Box 437, Bur¬ 
lington, Wis. 63105 (Wm. E. Branen, 
Publisher); The Burlingshire, Inc., 5700 
County Highway W., Burlington, Wis. 
53105 (Frederick L. Johnson, Genl. 
Mgr.); and Tripco Travel Service, Bur¬ 
lington, Wis. 53105 (James L. Murphy, 
Owner). SEND PROTESTS TO: John E. 
Ryden. District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op¬ 
erations, 135 West Wells Street, Room 
807, Milwaukee, Wis. 53203. 

By the Commission. 

CsealI Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-21020 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 
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MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 

September 5, 1974. 

The following are notices of filing of 
application, except as otherwise specif¬ 
ically noted, each applicant states that 
there will be no significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment re¬ 
sulting from approval of its application, 
for temporary authority under section 
210a(a) of the Interstate Commerce Act 
provided for under the new rules of Ex 
Parte No. MC-67 (49 CFR 1131) pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register, issue of 
April 27, 1965, effective July 1, 1965. 
These rules provide that protests to the 
granting of an application must be filed 
with the field official named in the Fed¬ 
eral Register publication, within 15 cal¬ 
endar days after the date of notice of the 
filing of the application is published in 
the Federal Register. One copy of such 
protests must be served on the applicant, 
or its authorized representative, if any, 
and the protests must certify that such 
service has been made. The protests must 
be specific as to the service which such 
protestant can and will offer, and must 
consist of a signed original and six (6) 
copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, and 
can be examined at the Office of the 
Secretary, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., and also in 
field office to which protests are to be 
transmitted. 

Motor Carrier of Property 

No. MC 504 (Sub-No. 103 TA). filed 
August 29, 1974. Applicant: HARPER 
MOTOR LINES, INC., 125 Milton Ave¬ 
nue. SE., Atlanta, Ga. 30315. Applicant’s 
representative: John P. Carlton, 903 
Frank Nelson Building. Birmingham, Ala. 
35203. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value. Classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, commodities in bulk and those re¬ 
quiring special equipment), (1) between 
Chicago, HI. and Peoria, HI. and points 
in Ohio, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in South Carolina, Atlanta, 
Ga. and Sanford, Fayetteville, and Lau- 
rinburg, N.C.; (2) between Baltimore, 
Md., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Sanford, Fayetteville, New Bern, and 
Wilmington, N.C.; all points in South 
Carolina; and Athens. Atlanta, Elberton, 
Hartwell, and Toccoa, Ga. 

Note. —Applicant intends to tack the au¬ 
thority sought in parts (1) and (2) above, 
with all regular route authority held in Geor¬ 
gia and North Carolina at the Georgia 
and North Carolina points named herein 
in order to provide through service between 
Chicago and Peoria. Ill.; all points in Ohio; 
and Baltimore, Md., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, all points authorized to be served 
in Georgia and North Carolina; (3) from Chi¬ 
cago, Ill.; Peoria, HI.; Baltimore. Md.; New 
York. N.Y.; the District of Columbia, and all 
points In Ohio, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
Delaware, Maryland, and Virginia, to points 
In North Carolina, within a 100 mile radius of 
Sanford, N.C.; (4) from New York City, N.Y. 
and all points in New Jersey, Pennsylvania. 
Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, and the Dis¬ 


trict of Columbia, to Sanford. Fayetteville, 
New Bern, and Wilmington, N.C.; all points 
in South Carolina and Athens, Atlanta, El¬ 
berton, Hartwell, and Toccoa, Ga. 

Note. —Applicant proposes to tack the au¬ 
thority sought in part (4) above with all 
regular route authority held in Georgia and 
North Carolina at the Georgia and North 
Carolina points named therein in order to 
provide through service, from New York, N.Y. 
and all points in New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
Delaware. Maryland, Virginia, and the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, to all points authorized to 
be served in Georgia and North Carolina; (6) 
between all points in South Carolina, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, Laurinburg, 
Sanford, Fayetteville, Lumberton, New Bern, 
and Wilmington, N.C.; and Elberton, Hart¬ 
well. Savannah, and Toccoa, Ga., for 180 days. 

Note. —Applicant proposes to tack the au¬ 
thority sought in part (5) above, with all 
regular route authority held in Georgia and 
North Carolina points named herein in order 
to provide through service between all points 
in South Carolina, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, all points authorized to be served 
in Georgia and North Carolina. 

SUPPORTING SHIPPER: There are 
approximately 144 statements of support 
attached to the application, which may 
be examined here at the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission in Washington, D.C., 
or copies thereof which may be examined 
at the field office named below. SEND 
PROTESTS TO: William L. Scroggs, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 1252 
West Peachtree Street NW., Room 546, 
Atlanta, Ga. 30309. 

Note. —Applicant intends to tack the au- 
authority applied for herein with other au¬ 
thority held by it in the manner described 
in this application. In addition, it proposes 
and seeks authority to interline with other 
carriers at its terminal points including Al¬ 
bany, Athens. Atlanta, Augusta, Brunswick, 
Covington, Elberton, Fitzgerald, Hazlehurst, 
Swainsboro, Savannah, Statesboro, Louisville, 
Macon, MlUedgeville, Monroe, Waycross, and 
Waynesboro, Ga.; Charleston, Columbia, and 
Greenville, S.C.; Sanford, Wilmington, and 
Winston-Salem, N.C.; Knoxville, Tenn.; Chi¬ 
cago, HI.; Cleveland. Ohio; South Kearny, 
N.J.; and Baltimore. Md. 

No. MC 41406 (Sub-No. 45TA), filed 
August 26, 1974. Applicant: ARTTM 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC., 
7105 Kennedy Avenue, P.O. Box 2176, 
Hammond, Ind. 46323. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William J. Walsh (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Lead oxides, dry, in bulk, in tank 
trailers, from Hammond, Ind., to Benton, 
Ky.; Detroit, Mich.; and Farmington, 
Mich., for 180 days. SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER: Hammond Lead Products, 
Inc., 5231 Hohman Avenue, Box 308, 
Hammond, Ind. 46325. SEND PRO¬ 
TESTS TO: J. H. Gray, District Super¬ 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 345 W. Wayne 
Street, Room 204, Ft. Wayne, Ind. 40802. 

No. MC 41951 (Sub-No. 23TA), filed 
August 28. 1974. Applicant: WHEATLEY 
TRUCKING, INC., 125 Brohawn Avenue, 
Cambridge, Md. 21613. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Francis P. Desmond, 115 
East 5th Street, Chester, Pa. 19013. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 


routes, transporting: Foodstuffs , not fro¬ 
zen, in containers, from points in Acco¬ 
mack and Northampton Counties, Va., 
to points in Illinois and Indiana, for 180 
days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: John W 
Taylor Packing Co., Inc., Hailwood, Va 
23359. SEND PROTESTS TO: W. C. 
Hersman, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op¬ 
erations, 12th & Constitution Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20423. 

No. MC-50069 (Sub-No. 493TA), filed 
July 18, 1974. Applicant: REFINERS 
TRANSPORT & TERMINAL CORPO¬ 
RATION, 455 Earl wood Avenue, Oregon. 
Ohio 43616. Applicant’s representative: 
Jack A. Gollan (same address as appli¬ 
cant) . Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
lubricating oils , in bulk,* in tank vehicles, 
from Rushville, Ind., to New Castle, 
Ind., restricted to traffic having an im¬ 
mediate prior movement by rail, for 180 
days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: Wittco 
Chemical Corp., 77 N. Kendall Avenue, 
Bradford. Pa. 16701. SEND PROTESTS 
TO: Keith D. Warner, District Super¬ 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 313 Federal Office 
Building. 234 Summit Street, Toledo, 
Ohio 43604. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 943 TA), filed 
August 26, 1974. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 
ERATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., P.O. 
Box 308, Forest Park, Ga. 30050. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Bruce E. Mitchell, 
3379 Peachtree Road NE., Suite 375, At¬ 
lanta, Ga. 30316. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foodstuffs , from the plant- 
site of J. B. Food Service, Division of 
Dobbs Houses, Inc. at Pemberton, N.J., 
to points in South Carolina, Georgia, 
Florida, Louisiana, Texas, Missouri, Cal¬ 
ifornia, Virginia, North Carolina, Ten¬ 
nessee, and Kentucky, for 180 days. SUP¬ 
PORTING SHIPPER: J. B. Food Serv¬ 
ice, Division of Dobbs Houses. Inc., Han¬ 
over Street. Pemberton, N.J. 08068. SEND 
PROTESTS TO: William L. Scroggs, Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 1252 
West Peachtree Street NW., Atlanta, Ga. 
30309. 

No. MC-107515 (Sub-No. 944TA). filed 
August 26, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., P.O. Box 
308, Forest Park, Ga. 30050. Applicant’s 
representative: Bruce E. Mitchell, 3379 
Peachtree Street NW., Suite 375. Atlanta. 
Ga. 30326. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Frozen bakery products, from the plant- 
site and/or warehouse facilities of Mrs. 
Smith’s Pie Co. at or near Pottstov.n. 
Pa., to points in North Carolina. South 
Carolina, Georgia. Florida, Alabama. 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Tennessee, Ar¬ 
kansas, Texas, and Oklahoma, for 180 
days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: Mrs. 
Smith’s Pie Company, Charlotte and 
Water Streets, Pottstown, Pa. 19464. 
SEND PROTESTS TO: William L. 
Scroggs, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com- 
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mission, Room 546, 1252 West Peach¬ 
tree Street NW., Atlanta, Ga. 30309. 

No. MC-107515 (Sub-No, 945TA), 
filed August 26, 1974. Applicant: RE¬ 
FRIGERATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., 
P.O. Box 308, Forest Park, Ga. 30050. 
Applicant's representative: Bruce E. 
Mitchell, 3379 Peachtree Road NE., Suite 
375, Atlanta, Ga. 30326. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Fresh and cured meats, from 
the plantsite and storage facilities of 
Cameco, Inc., at or near Verona, N.J., 
to points in Alabama, Georgia, Florida. 
North Carolina, and South Carolina, for 
180 days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: 
Cameco, Inc., Verona, N.J. SEND PRO¬ 
TESTS TO: William L. Scroggs, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 1252 
West Peachtree Street NW., Room 546, 
Atlanta, Ga. 30309. 

No. MC-107515 (Sub-No. 946TA), filed 
August 26, 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., P.O. Box 
308, Forest Park, Ga. 30050. Applicant’s 
representative: Bruce E. Mitchell, 3379 
Peachtree Road NE., Room 375, Atlanta, 
Ga. 30326. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Fresh and cured meats and meat prod¬ 
ucts, from the plantsite and storage 
facilities of Jaka Ham located at or near 
Somerset, N.J., to points in North Caro¬ 
lina, South Carolina, Georgia and 
Florida, for 180 days. SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER: Jaka Ham Co., Inc.. 350 Cam¬ 
pus Drive, Somerset, N.J. 08873. SEND 
PROTESTS TO: William L. Scroggs, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 1252 
West Peachtree Street NW., Room 546, 
Atlanta. Ga. 30309. 

No. MC-112520 (Sub-No. 288TA), filed 
August 28, 1974. Applicant: MCKENZIE 
TANK LINES, INC., 122 Appleyard 
Drive, P.O. Box 1200, Tallahassee, Fla. 
32302. Applicant’s representative: W. 
Guy McKenzie. Jr. (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Caustic soda solution, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Clyattville, Ga., to points 
in Autauga County, Ala., for 180 days. 
SUPPORTING SHIPPER: Union Camp 
Corporation, P.O. Box 326, Montgomery, 
Ala. 36101. SEND PROTESTS TO: Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor G. H. Fauss. Jr., Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, Box 35008, 400 West Bay 
Street, Jacksonville, Fla. 32203. 

No. MC-114004 (Sub-No. 148 TA) 
(Correction), filed August 16, 1974, pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register issue of 
August 30, 1974, and republished as cor¬ 
rected this issue. Applicant: CHANDLER 
TRAILER CONVOY, INC., 8828 New 
Benton Highway, Little Rock, Ark. 72209. 
Applicant’s representative: Harold 

Hernly, Jr., 118 North St. Asaph Street, 
Alexandria, Va. 22314. 

Note.— The purpose of this republlcatlon 
is to show the applicant correct MC number 
as No. MC 114004 (Sub-No. 148 TA), in lieu of 
No. MC 114004 (Sub-No. 198 TA), which was 
published in the Federal Register in error. 


The rest of the application will remain as 
previously pubUshed in the Federal Register. 

No. MC-12407 (Sub-No. 10 TA), filed 
August 26, 1974. Applicant: HAYWARD 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., Main Street, 
Fairlee, Vt. 05045. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Frederick T. O’Sullivan, Box 
2184, 622 Lowell Street, Peabody, Mass. 
01960. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
products (except petro-chemicals and 
liquefied petroleum gas), in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Portland, Maine, to points 
in Vermont and Coos and Grafton Coun¬ 
ties, N.H., for 180 days. SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER: Bradfor Oil Co., Inc.. Brad- 
ford, Vt. SENti PROTESTS TO: District 
Supervisor Paul D. Collins, Bureau of 
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, P.O. Box 548, Montpelier, Vt. 
05602. 

No. MC 129516 (Sub-No. 28 TA), filed 
August 26, 1974. Applicant: PATTONS, 
INC., 2300 Canyon Road, Ellensburg, 
Wash. 98926. Applicant’s representative: 
James T. Johnson, 1610 IBM Bldg., Se¬ 
attle, Wash. 98101. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Fertilizer, in bags, from ports of 
entry on the United States-Canada In¬ 
ternational Boundary line at or near 
Blaine and Oroville, Wash.: Eastport, 
Idaho: and Sweetgrass, Mont., to points 
in Washington, Oregon, and Idaho, for 
180 days. SUPPORTING SHIPPERS: 
Yusep Enterprises Ltd., Suite 15, Box 289, 
Osoyoos Lake, B.C., Canada and F.A.O.’S, 
Inc., Box 206, Oroville, Wash. 98844. 
SEND PROTESTS TO: District Super¬ 
visor W. J. Huetig, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 114 
Pioneer Courthouse, Portland, Oreg. 
97204. 

No. MC 133566 (Sub-No. 41 TA), filed 
August 26, 1974. Applicant: GANGLOFF 
& DOWNHAM TRUCKING CO., INC., 
P.O. Box 479, Logansport, Ind. 46947. 
Applicant’s representative: William L. 
Slover, 1224 17th Street NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Candy and confectionery ; and re¬ 
lated items; and premiums and advertis¬ 
ing materials when moving with the 
above named items, from the plantsite 
and storage facilities of Charms Com¬ 
pany at Freehold, N.J., to points in Ohio, 
Michigan, Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, 
Minnesota, Missouri. Kansas, Nebraska, 
and Kentucky, for 180 days. RESTRIC¬ 
TION: Restricted to traffic originating 
at the above named facilities and exclud¬ 
ing commodities in bulk. SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER: Charms Company, Halls Mill 
Road, Freehold, N.J. 07728. SEND PRO¬ 
TESTS TO: J. H. Gray, District Super¬ 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations. 345 West Wayne 
Street, Room 204, Port Wayne, Ind. 
46802. 

No. MC-134922 (Sub-No. 98TA), filed 
August 21, 1974. Applicant: B. J. MC¬ 
ADAMS, INC., Route 6, Box 15, North 
Little Rock, Ark. 72118. Applicant’s 


representative: Don E. Garrison (same 
address as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Cooked bakery goods, not frozen, in 
cans, in cartons, in vehicles equipped 
with mechanical refrigeration, from 
Little Rock, Ark., to points in Alabama, 
Arizona, California, Colorado, Georgia, 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken¬ 
tucky, Michigan, Missouri, Mississippi, 
Nebraska, New Mexico, North Carolina, 
Oklahoma, Ohio. Tennessee. Texas, and 
Virginia, for 180 days. SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER: Merico. Incorporated, 4200 
Hoemer. Little Rock, Ark. 72209. SEND 
PROTESTS TO: District Supervisor 
William H. Land, Jr., Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera¬ 
tions, 2519 Federal Office Building, 700 
West Capitol, Little Rock, Ark. 72201. 

No. MC-134970 (Sub-No. 6TA), filed 
August 26, 1974. Applicant: UNZICKER 
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 35, High¬ 
way 24 East, El Paso, Ill. 61738. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Michael J. Og- 
bom, P.O. Box 82028. Lincoln, Nebr. 
68501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Build¬ 
ings, complete, knocked down or in sec¬ 
tions, and all equipment, supplies and 
component parts used in the construc¬ 
tion. erection or completion of such 
building, from the plantsite of Marathon 
Metallic Building Company at El Paso. 
Ill., to points in North Carolina, South 
Carolina, and Tennessee, for 180 days. 
SUPPORTING SHIPPER: Marathon 
Metallic Building Company, P.O. Box 
14240, Houston, Tex. 77021. SEND PRO¬ 
TESTS TO: District Supervisor Richard 
K. Shullaw, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, Everett 
McKinley Dirksen Building, 219 South 
Dearborn Street, Room 1086, Chicago, 
Ill. 60604. 

No. MC-139584 (Sub-No. 2TA), filed 
August 26, 1974. Applicant: JOHN 

BUSCH, Box 211, Conyngham, Pa. 18219. 
Applicant’s representative: Kenneth R. 
Davis, 999 Union Street, Taylor, Pa. 
18517. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Plastic sheeting, from Hazleton, Pa., to 
points in Cook County, Ill.: Carol 
Stream and Wheaton, Ill.; Detroit, 
Grand Rapids, and Kalamazoo, Mich.; 
St. Paul, Minneapolis, Fairbault, Rose¬ 
ville, and Burnsville, Minn.; Sandusky, 
and Toledo, Ohio; Memphis, Tenn.; 
Houston. Tex.; Jacksonville and Sara¬ 
sota, Fla.; Mt. Airy, N.C.; Norfolk, Va.; 
Boston, Leominster, and Clinton, Mass.; 
Paterson, Kenilworth, Clinton, Eliza¬ 
beth, Union, Bergen, and Kearney, N.J.; 
Hudson, Essex, the New York, N.Y. com¬ 
mercial zone; Binghamton and West¬ 
chester County, N.Y.; point on Route 87 
near Rouses Point where it enters 
Canada; Route 81—Thousand Island 
Bridge, to International Bridge at 
Niagara Falls, Janesville, Wis.; Greeley, 
Colo.; and Milford, Conn.; and (2) 
Plastic sheeting, ground plastic for re¬ 
cycling purposes, and plastic pellets and 
granules, from the above destination 
points, to Hazel ton. Pa., for 180 days. 
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SUPPORTING SHIPPER: Kama Cor¬ 
poration, 666 Dietrich Avenue. Hazleton, 
Pa. 18201. SEND PROTESTS TO: Paul 
J. Kenworthy, District Supervisor, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations, 314 U.S. Post Office 
Building, Scranton, Pa. 18503. 

No. MC 139623 (Sub-No. 3TA), filed 
August 26, 1974. Applicant: ADKINS 
TRANSFER, INC., 2537 8th Avenue, 
Huntington, W. Va. 25703. Applicant’s 
representative: John M. Friedman, 2930 
Putnam Avenue, Hurricane, W. Va. 
25526. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: House¬ 
hold appliances , crated and/or uncrated, 
between the warehouse facility of the 
General Electric Company at or near 
Dunbar, W. Va., on the one hand, and. 
on the other, points in Boyd. Lawrence, 
Greenup, Pike. Floyd, McGoffin, and 
Johnson Counties, Ky.; and Lawrence 
County, Ohio, for 180 days. SUPPORT¬ 
ING SHIPPERS: There are approxi¬ 
mately 10 statements of support attached 
to the application, which may be ex¬ 
amined here at the Interstate Commerce 
Commission in Washington, D.C., or 
copies thereof which may be examined at 
the field office named below. SEND PRO¬ 
TESTS TO: H. R. White, District Super¬ 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 3108 Federal 
Office Building. 500 Quarrier Street, 
Charleston, W. Va. 25301. 

No. MC 139858 (Sub-No. 1 TA). filed 
August 26, 1974. Applicant: AMSTAN 
TRUCKING. INC., 40 West 40th Street, 
New York. N.Y. 10018. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Chandler L. Van Orman, 704 
Southern Building, Washington, D.C. 
20005. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Plumbers' goods and fittings and (2) ma¬ 
terials, equipment, supplies and acces¬ 
sories used in the manufacture and dis¬ 
tribution of Plumbers’ Goods and Fit¬ 
tings, from Louisville, Ky., to points in 
Fairfield, Hartford. Litchfield, Middlesex, 
New Haven, New London, Tolland, and 
Windham Counties. Conn.: Dover, Lewes, 
and Wilmington, Del.; points in the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia; Auburn, Bangor, 
Lewiston, and Portland, Maine; points in 
Allegany, Anne Arundel, Baltimore, 
Calvert, Carroll, Cecil, Charles, Dor¬ 
chester, Frederick, Garrett, Harford, 
Howard, Kent, Montgomery, Prince 
Georges, Queen Anne, St. Mary, Wi¬ 
comico, and Worcester Counties, Md., 
and Baltimore, Md.; points in Barnstable, 
Berkshire, Bristol, Dukes, Essex. Frank¬ 
lin, Hampden, Hampshire, Middlesex, 
Norfolk, Plymouth, Suffolk, and Wor¬ 
cester Counties, Mass.; Berlin, Concord, 
Laconia, Manchester, Salem, Waterville, 
N.H.; Atlantic City, N.J.; points in 
Bergen, Camden, Essex. Hudson, Mercer, 
Middlesex, Monmouth, Morris, Ocean, 
Passaic. Somerset, Union, and Warren 
Counties, N.J.; Albany, Amherst, Bing¬ 
hamton, Buffalo, Corning, East Roches¬ 
ter, Elmira, Falconer, Haverstraw, Hud¬ 
son, Ithaca, Kingston, Liberty, Lockport. 
Middletown, New York City, Niagara 


Falls, Nyack, Olean, Port Jervis, Pough¬ 
keepsie, Rochester, Schenectady. Syra¬ 
cuse, Troy, and Utica, N.Y.; points in 
Nassau, Suffolk, and Weschester Coun¬ 
ties, N.Y.; Asheboro, Asheville, Burling¬ 
ton. Charlotte, Durham, Fayetteville, 
Graham, Greensboro, Greenville, Jack¬ 
sonville, Kinston, Morehead City, Mount 
Airy, New Bern, Pinehurst, Raleigh, 
Sanford, Shelby. Wilmington, Wilson, 
and Winston-Salem, N.C.; Allentown, 
Altoona, Bethlehem, Berwyn, Carlisle, 
Carnegie. Chester, Easton, Erie, Harris¬ 
burg, Haverford, Hazleton, Johnstown, 
Lancaster, Lansdale, Lansdowne, Leb¬ 
anon, New Castle, Norristown, Pitts¬ 
burgh, Reading, Philadelphia, Scranton, 
Wilkes-Barre, Williamsport, Willow 
Grove, and York, Pa.; Central Falls, 
Providence, Warwick, Westerly, and 
Woonsocket, R.I.; Anderson, Columbia. 
Charleston, Florence, Greenville. Hilton 
Head, Manning. Myrtle Beach, and 
Spartanburg, S.C.; Barre, Burlington, 
Rutland. St. Johnsbury, and White River 
Junction, Vt.; and Alexandria, Char¬ 
lottesville. Danville, Emporia, Fredericks¬ 
burg, Hampton. Lynchburg, Manassas, 
Martinsville. Newport News, Norfolk, 
Petersburg, Portsmouth, Richmond, Roa¬ 
noke, Staunton, Virginia Beach, and 
Winchester. Va.; Arlington and Fairfax 
Counties, Va., for 180 days. SUPPORT¬ 
ING SHIPPER: American Standard, 
Inc.. P.O. Box 2003, New Brunswick, N.J. 
08903. SEND PROTESTS TO: Paul W. 
Assenza, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations, 26 Federal Plaza, New York, N.Y. 
10007. 

Note.—A pplicant states that it does not 
intend to tack and/or interline with any 
other carrier. 

No. MC 139899 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed 
August 26, 1974. Applicant: AELRED L. 
SCHAEFER, doing business as AL’S 
MOBILE FEED SERVICE, 285 Milwau¬ 
kee Street, Platteville. Wis. 53818. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: John L. Bruem- 
mer, 121 West Doty Street, Madison, 
Wis. 53703. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Ani¬ 
mal and poultry feed in special auger- 
equipped vehicles, from the plant site 
of Allied Mills, Inc., at Iowa City, Iowa, 
to points in Jo Daviess, Winnebago, and 
Stephenson Counties. HI., and points in 
Lafayette County, Wis., restricted to 
shipments originating at said plant site, 
for 180 days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: 
Allied Mills, Inc.. 110 North Wacker 
Drive. Chicago. Ill. 60606. SEND PRO¬ 
TESTS TO: Barney L. Hardin, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 139 West 
Wilson Street, Room 202, Madison, Wis. 
53703. 

Motor Carriers or Passengers 

No. MC 139035 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
August 27, 1974. Applicant: NATIONAL 
BUS LEASING, INC., 11408 Old Balti¬ 
more Pike, Beltsville, Md. 20705. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Clarice Rowe 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes. 


transporting: Passengers in charter 
operation only and baggage of passengers 
in same vehicles as passengers between 
points beginning and ending in Washing¬ 
ton. D.C.; Prince Georges and Mont¬ 
gomery Counties, Md., and points north 
including points in Pennsylvania, New 
York, and the New England states; west 
to include the states of West Virginia. 
Ohio, and Indiana, for 180 days. SUP¬ 
PORTING SHIPPER: Maryland Arrows. 
Springhill Drive, Greenbelt, Md., SEND 
PROTESTS TO: W. C. Hersman, Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 12th 
& Constitution Avenue NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20423. 

By the Commission, 

Tseal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-21007 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am) 


(Notice 155] 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

September 11,1974. 

Application filed for temporary au¬ 
thority under section 210a (b) in con¬ 
nection with transfer application under 
section 212(b) and Transfer Rules, 49 
CFR Part 1132: 

No. MC-FC-75375. By application filed 
August 30, 1974, KANIEWSKI & ODLE 
TRUCKING & REPAIR, INC., P.O, Box 
AB. Boswell. IN 47921, seeks temporary 
authority to lease the operating rights 
of PAUL J. TOLEN, doing business as 
TOLEN TRUCK LINES, P.O. Box 271, 
Boswell, IN 47921, under section 210a'b). 
The transfer to KANIEWSKI & ODLE 
TRUCKING & REPAIR, INC., of the 
operating rights of PAUL J. TOLEN. 
doing business as TOLEN TRUCK 
LINES, is presently pending. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-21017 Filed 9-10-74:8:45 am] 


(Notice 154] 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

September 11,1974. 

Application filed for temporary au¬ 
thority under section 210a(b) in connec¬ 
tion with transfer application under sec¬ 
tion 212(b) and Transfer Rules, 49 CFR 
Part 1132: 

No. MC-FC-75367. By application filed 
August 30, 1974, LEPRECHAUN LINES. 
INC., Route 32, Windsor Highway, New¬ 
burgh, NY 12550, seeks temporary au¬ 
thority to lease the operating rights of 
ROY V. KNAPP, INC., 359 Mill St., 
Poughkeepsie, NY 12600. under section 
210a(b). The transfer to LEPRECHAUN 
LINES, INC., of the operating rights of 
ROY V. KNAPP, INC., is presently pend¬ 
ing. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.74-21018 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am] 
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COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMEN¬ 
TATION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 

TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 
Bilateral Discussions With Haiti 

September 10, 1974. 

The Committee for the Implementa¬ 
tion of Textile Agreements, as announced 
in its Federal Register notice of April 12, 
1974, solicits comments on United States 
Government actions implementing the 
GATT Arrangement Regarding Interna¬ 
tional Trade In Textiles hereafter re¬ 
ferred to as the Arrangement. In the 
April 12 notice the Committee announced 
that in the following 12 months bilateral 
discussions would be held to bring United 
States textile and apparel agreements 
into conformity with the Arrangement, 
and negotiations could be held to renew 
existing agreements or to reach new 
agreements. The notice invited the public 
to submit views or provide data or infor¬ 
mation on any or on all these agreements, 
the treatment of any product under them 
or any other aspect of the agreements. 

The Committee anticipates holding 
textile and apparel agreement bilateral 


discussions between the Government of 
the United States and the Government of 
Haiti. Any party wishing to express a 
view or provide data or information with 
regard to the treatment of any product 
under this agreement and any other as¬ 
pect thereof, or with respect to imports 
of other textile products from this coun¬ 
try, is invited to submit such in ten 
copies to Mr. Seth M. Bodner, Chairman 
of the Committee for the Implementa¬ 
tion of Textile Agreements and Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Resources and 
Trade Assistance, U.S. Department of 
Commerce. 14th and Constitution Ave¬ 
nue, N.W., Room 3826, Washington, D.C. 
20230. Comments on the bilateral textile 
discussions with Haiti should be received 
by September 20, 1974. Comments re¬ 
ceived after September 20, 1974, will be 
taken into consideration to the extent 
possible consistent with the schedule of 
discussions. Views, data or information 
submitted under this procedure will be 
available for public inspection at the 
Central Reference and Records Inspec¬ 
tion Facility, U.S. Department of Com¬ 
merce, 14th and Constitution Avenue, 


NW.. Room 7043, Washington, D.C. 20230 
and may be obtained upon written re¬ 
quest pursuant to the Freedom of Infor¬ 
mation Act (5 U.S.C. section 522) and 
the regulations of the Department of 
Commerce (15 CFR Part 4). Whenever 
practicable, public comment may be in¬ 
vited concerning views, comments or in¬ 
formation received from the public which 
the Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements considers appro¬ 
priate for further consideration. 

The solicitation of comments on any 
negotiation, consultation, market disrup¬ 
tion or any other matter pursuant to tills 
notice is not a waiver in any respect of 
the exemption contained in 5 U.S.C. 553 
(a)(1) and 554(a)(4) of the Administra¬ 
tive Procedure Act, relating to matters 
which constitute “a foreign affairs func¬ 
tion of the United States ” 

Seth M. Bodner, 
Chairman, Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile 
Agreements, and Deputy As¬ 
sistant Secretary for Re¬ 
sources and Trade Assistance. 

[FR Doc.74-21147 Filed 9-10-74,11:27 amj 
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PROPOSED RULES 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[ 40 CFR Part 60 ] 

[FRL 239-7] 

STANDARDS OF PERFORMANCE FOR 
NEW STATIONARY SOURCES 

Emission Monitoring Requirements and 
Performance Testing Methods 

July 15,1974. 

The Environmental Protection Agency 
promulgated Standards of Performance 
for New Stationary Sources pursuant to 
section 111 of the Clean Air Act, as 
amended, on December 23, 1971 (36 FR 
24876) for fossil fuel-fired steam gen¬ 
erators, incinerators, Portland cement 
plants, and nitric and sulfuric acid 
plants, and on March 8, 1974 (39 FR 
9308) for asphalt concrete plants, petro¬ 
leum refineries, storage vessels for petro¬ 
leum liquids, secondary lead smelters, 
secondary brass and bronze ingot pro¬ 
duction plants, iron and steel plants, and 
sewage treatment plants. New or modi¬ 
fied sources in these categories are re¬ 
quired to demonstrate compliance with 
standards of performance which reflect 
the degree of emission limitation achiev¬ 
able through the application of the best 
system of emission reduction which 
(taking into account the cost of achiev¬ 
ing such reduction) the Administrator 
determines has been adequately demon¬ 
strated. Such compliance is demonstrated 
by means of performance tests which 
are specified by the Administrator, and 
which are conducted at the time a new 
source commences operation or shortly 
thereafter. 

In order that sources which have dem¬ 
onstrated compliance with applicable 
standards be properly operated and 
maintained so as to remain in compli¬ 
ance, provisions were included which re¬ 
quire sources to install systems which 
continuously monitor levels of emissions. 
Specific monitoring requirements are: 

1. Opacity (fossil fuel-fired steam gen¬ 
erators, petroleum refineries), 

2. S0 2 (fossil fuel-fired steam gener¬ 
ators. sulfuric acid plants, petroleum re¬ 
fineries), 

3. NO x (fossil fuel-fired steam genera¬ 
tors, nitric acid plants), 

4. H.S (petroleum refineries), 

5. CO (petroleum refineries), and 

6. 0> (petroleum refineries, fossil fuel- 
fired steam generators). 

At the time standards which included 
monitoring requirements were initially 
proposed (36 FR 15704), EPA had lim¬ 
ited knowledge about the operation of 
continuous instruments on such sources; 
thus the requirements were specified in 
general terms. In the preamble to the 
performance standards promulgated in 
1971 (36 FR 24876), it was indicated that 
additional guidance on the selection and 
use of such instruments would be pro¬ 
vided at a later date. 

Initially EPA intended that the guid¬ 
ance be in the form of instrument speci¬ 
fications and calibration procedures. 
These procedures, which were under de¬ 
velopment, would provide the basis for a 
formal EPA instrument certification pro¬ 


gram, in which EPA would provide in¬ 
strument specifications, and instrument 
vendors would obtain EPA certification 
for those instruments which they dem¬ 
onstrated could meet the specifications. 
Once certified, an instrument from a par¬ 
ticular product line could be installed on 
specific sources in fulfillment of the mon¬ 
itoring requirements for that source. 

The “product line certification” ap¬ 
proach for continuous monitoring sys¬ 
tems was considered undesirable for ap¬ 
plication to stationary source monitor¬ 
ing for several reasons. The primary 
reason was that the approach would pro¬ 
vide no assurance that an instrument 
from a product line receiving EPA “cer¬ 
tification” would perform properly at the 
source due to unexpected or disregarded 
interferences, improper installation, or 
undetected damages from handling. 
Serious interferences are known to exist 
within the hostile environment of 
flue gases. Therefore instruments must 
be carefully engineered for a particular 
source application. No one instrument 
model would be expected to provide ac¬ 
curate results for each of the wide va¬ 
riety of sources affected by new source 
performance standard requirements. 

After evaluation of continuous moni¬ 
tors on specific sources. EPA adopted a 
different approach for monitors applied 
to stationary sources. This approach re¬ 
quires the source owner or operator to 
demonstrate at each source the capabil¬ 
ity of continuous monitoring systems to 
meet the performance specifications 
herein. These proposed regulations also 
contain procedures for determining 
whether a continuous monitoring sys¬ 
tem meets the performance specifica¬ 
tions. Demonstration of compliance with 
these specifications at each source will 
result in more reliable data from these 
systems. In accordance with this ap¬ 
proach, specifications are herein pro¬ 
posed for systems which monitor opacity, 
nitrogen oxides, oxygen, .and sulfur di¬ 
oxide. The validity of these specifications 
has been evaluated in depth by exten¬ 
sive testing programs at steam generat¬ 
ing facilities. The technical support for 
these specifications is Performance Spec¬ 
ifications for Stationary Source Moni¬ 
toring Systems for Gases and Visible 
Emissions, EPA-650/2-74-013 (Jan. 
1974), which is obtainable upon request 
from the National Technical Informa¬ 
tion Service, 5285 Port Royal Road, 
Springfield, Virginia 22151 (specify PB 
230-934/AF) for $7.00 each. Specifica¬ 
tions for systems which monitor hydro¬ 
gen sulfide and carbon monoxide will be 
proposed at a later date. 

Continuous monitoring measurements 
will be used for determining pollutant 
emissions during all periods of operation. 
A report of all emissions and a summary 
of excess emissions must be reported 
quarterly. Excess emissions are specified 
for each source category that has a con¬ 
tinuous monitoring requirement in the 
appropriate subpart. The reported meas¬ 
urements will be used by the Administra¬ 
tor to determine whether acceptable 
operating and maintenance procedures 


are being used by an owner or operator 
of an affected facility. 

Since new source performance stand¬ 
ards have been in effect for some indus¬ 
tries since 1971, these proposed regula¬ 
tions have been structured so that any 
source which has purchased specific 
monitoring systems from equipment 
vendors prior to the date of this proposal 
will be exempted from the new perform¬ 
ance requirements contained in Appen¬ 
dix B, but must meet all other require¬ 
ments. 

Continuous monitors are required on 
affected facilities where they can assist 
in minimizing pollutant emissions, where 
the technical feasibility exists using cur¬ 
rently available continuous monitoring 
technology and where the cost of the 
monitors is reasonable. 

The costs associated with continuous 
monitoring are difficult to assess at this 
time due to limited industrial monitoring 
experience. This limited use of monitors 
has required instrument manufacturers 
to recover development costs from the 
sale of a limited number of units. Con¬ 
sequently. cost data now available may 
not be representative of lower costs re¬ 
sulting from increased sales and competi¬ 
tion. The cost data presented herein have 
been derived primarily from actual and 
estimated costs of EPA monitoring proj¬ 
ects. Costs will vary from source to source 
depending upon variations in the require¬ 
ments for each installation, e.g., procure¬ 
ment, shipping, site preparation, and 
physical installation of the instrument 
system. 

For opacity and oxygen monitoring 
systems, normal costs of procurement, 
installation, and startup are estimated 
to range from $5,000 to $15,000 each. The 
additional effort required by Perform¬ 
ance Specifications 1 and 3 is estimated 
to be about 10 man-days for the initial 
installation. For gaseous emission moni¬ 
toring systems (SO- and NO*), normal 
costs of these activities are estimated to 
be in the range of $10,000 to $20,000, and 
the additional effort required by Per¬ 
formance Specification 2 is estimated 
to be approximately 20 man-days for the 
initial installation. This estimate as¬ 
sumes the monitoring system test will be 
performed both before and during the 
source performance test. This procedure 
is not only cost effective as a result of 
performing the instrument test and new 
source performance test at one time, but 
also provides emission data to the opera¬ 
tor prior to the performance test. 

Several procedures are contained 
within these regulations to define how 
the results of fuel or emission monitoring 
are to be used to determine excess emis¬ 
sions for the purpose of preparing quar¬ 
terly reports pursuant to 5 60.7(c). As 
reports of excess emissions will in part be 
used to determine compliance with 
§ 60.11(d), the accuracy of the conver¬ 
sion of monitoring data to units of the 
standards is important. 

The procedures listed under § 60.45(a) 
(2) (i) and (ii) for fossil fuel-fired steam 
generators for conversion of fuel moni¬ 
toring data specify A.S.T.M. standard 
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method D2224-68<72) for sampling of 
coal. This method prescribes four sepa- 
ate conditions of increment collection 
(section 4.3) including sampling from 
rail cars (condition D). Conditions A, B, 
or D of sampling will be acceptable. The 
coal lots must be sampled, analyzed, and 
the average sulfur dioxide emissions com¬ 
puted in accordance with 5 60.43(a)(2) 
(ii) before the coal is fired. The source 
must demonstrate that any lot of coal 
in storage at the affected facility will 
not produce excess emissions when fired 
without the benefit of blending in order 
to exercise the option of monitoring sul¬ 
fur dioxide emissions by fuel analyses. 
When a source fires lots of fuel which 
require blending in order to control emis¬ 
sions to prescribed limits, then the source 
must have installed a continuous moni¬ 
toring system for measurement of the 
sulfur dioxide emissions. When fuels of 
different physical phases (gaseous, 
liquid, solid) are fired, the excess emis¬ 
sions for each fuel fired can be deter¬ 
mined by § 60.45(a) (2) (ii) and arithmet¬ 
ically prorated based upon the percent¬ 
age of total heat input of each fuel to 
the affected facility as determined by 
§ 60.45(c). 

When converting monitoring data to 
units of the standards, large inaccuracies 
could result in the computations of ex¬ 
cess emissions for steam generators with¬ 
out a correction for excess air; especially 
for those sources that fire multiple fuels 
or switch fuels. These inaccuracies can 
be minimized by monitoring oxygen, 
therefore a requirement for continuous 
oxygen monitoring at steam generators 
is added. 

Oxygen monitors for computing excess 
S0 3 emissions resulting from fuel gas 
combustion in refineries were not pre¬ 
scribed because the excess air levels in 
process heaters and refinery boilers are 
closely controlled at constant levels when 
gaseous fuels are fired. A typical flue gas 
oxygen concentration of 3 percent was 
used in developing the conversion factor 
for this source. For facilities which oper¬ 
ate at levels greater than 5 percent oxy¬ 
gen in the flue gases, the conversion fac¬ 
tor becomes inaccurate without an ad¬ 
justment. The appropriate adjustment 
is provided by monthly oxygen analysis 
of the flue gas. Also, due to the lower 
costs, it is anticipated that most re¬ 
fineries will choose the option provided 
in the regulations for monitoring H 2 S in 
the fuel gas rather than monitoring SO, 
in flue gases. v 

Conversion factors for nitric and sul¬ 
furic acid plants will be developed by 
computing the ratio of the performance 
test results in units of the standards to 
the continuous monitoring data concen¬ 
trations. Use of this factor will enable 
reports of excess emissions to be prepared 
in units of the standard based upon the 
monitoring system results. Although 
there will be some variation in excess air 
levels between different types of facili¬ 
ties (i.e., spent acid vs. sulfur burning 
acid plants, etc.), this method of con¬ 
version will be reasonably accurate be¬ 
cause the excess air levels at each of these 
facilities will continue to be controlled 


to approximately the same levels in effect 
during the monitoring system compara¬ 
tive tests. Therefore conversion factors 
for each facility will be somewhat differ¬ 
ent due to design types, but will remain 
relatively constant for any one facility. 

Two revisions are contained within 
these proposed regulations which affect 
the test methods and procedures used 
to determine compliance with standards 
for fossil fuel-fired steam generators. 
One revision incorporates a simplified 
technique for converting pollutant con¬ 
centration to mass emission rate. The 
technique, which is based on estimating 
factors and mass balance principles, 
eliminates the need to measure flue gas 
flow rates and also fuel flow rates except 
when combinations of fuels are simulta¬ 
neously fired. A second revision allows an 
increase in the gas temperature range 
maintained in the Method 5 probe and 
filter, to a maximum of 160 rt C (320° F) 
for this source category. This revision will 
allow measurement of particulate matter 
at a temperature at which patriculate 
control devices are capable of operating. 
This is considered appropriate to prevent 
the possibility that a source will install a 
high-efficiency dry particulate control 
device representative of best technology 
and fail to meet the standard due to the 
presence of material condensing below 
160° C. Such material has been found to 
be present in relatively low concentra¬ 
tions at fossil fuel-fired steam generators 
meeting standards of performance for 
new sources. The concentrations are, 
however, variable and cannot be accu¬ 
rately predicted. The possible effect of 
this revision upon the particulate matter 
standard has been evaluated and deter¬ 
mined to be insignificant for this source 
category. Although particulate control 
devices may be installed and operated at 
temperatures above 160° C, sampling at 
such higher temperatures is not allowed 
by this revision. This revision does not 
affect test methods and procedures for 
sources covered by other subparts. 

EPA has received several comments 
concerning opacity standards notably 
those submitted with respect to petitions 
for review of standards of performance 
in Essex Chemical Corporation t?. Ruck - 
elshaus t Civ. No. 72-1072 (5 ERC 1820) 
(D.C. Cir.), and Portland Cement Asso¬ 
ciation v. Rwckelshaus, Civ. No. 72-1073 
(5 ERC 1593) (D.C. Cir.). In response to 
questions concerning the possible inter¬ 
ference of condensed water vapor in 
plumes, the correct position of the ob¬ 
server, and the validity of the EPA obser¬ 
ver qualification procedure, these pro¬ 
posed regulations contain revisions to the 
general provisions and to Method 9 to 
clarify and tighten the requirements in 
these areas. 

The following is a summary of the 
amendments proposed herein for 40 CFR 
Part 60: 

1. A new section is added to the general 
provisions specifying general continuous 
emission monitoring requirements, and 
appropriate subparts are revised to 
specify requirements and procedures for 
converting monitoring data to proper 
units. 


2. General continuous monitoring 
specifications in each applicable subpart 
are replaced with appropriate reference 
to “Appendix B—Performance Specifi¬ 
cations/' 

3. The regulations are revised to re¬ 
quire that reduction of data to units of 
the standards be performed monthly 
rather than daily. This revision will allow 
the use of computerized data reduction 
techniques. Techniques for converting 
the pollutant concentration obtained 
from continuous monitoring systems to 
units of the standard are added. 

4. Revisions are added to clarify and 
improve the test methods for fossil fuel- 
fired steam generator facilities. 

5. “Method 9—Visual Determination of 
the Opacity of Emissions From Station¬ 
ary Sources" is revised to clarify pro- 
dures for determining opacity of emis¬ 
sions from sources whose plumes contain 
condensed water vapor, to define the 
observational position of the observer 
"with respect to the plume, and to delete 
the requirement for calculating average 
opacity. Specifications are also added 
for the smoke generator used for qualifi¬ 
cation of observers so that agencies may 
provide observer qualification training 
consistent with EPA training. 

6. To the general provisions is added 
the requirement that where condensed 
water is present in plumes, and such 
water is the only reason for failure to 
meet opacity requirements, such failure 
shall not be a violation of opacity 
standards. 

7. “Appendix B—Performance Speci¬ 
fications" is added. 

Interested persons may participate in 
this rulemaking by submitting written 
comments (in triplicate) to the Emission 
Standards and Engineering Division, En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency, Research 
Triangle Park, North Carolina 27711, At¬ 
tention: Mr. Don R. Goodwin. All rele¬ 
vant comments postmarked on or before 
October 29,1974 will be considered. Com¬ 
ments received will be available for pub¬ 
lic inspection at the Office of Public Af¬ 
fairs. 401 M Street SW.. Washington, D.C. 

This notice of proposed rulemaking is 
issued under the authority of sections 
111 and 114 of the Clean Air Act, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 1857c-6, 1857c-9). 

Dated: August 28,1974. 

Russell E. Train, 
Administrator . 

It is proposed to amend Part 60 of 
Chapter I of Title 40 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations as follows: 

Subpart A—General Provisions 

1. Section 60.2 is amended by adding 
paragraphs (x), (y), and (z) as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 60.2 Definitions. 

* • • * • 

(x) “One-minute period" means any 
one of the 60 equal parts of an hourly 
period. 

(y) “Continuous monitoring system" 
means the total equipment for sampling, 
conditioning, and analyzing emissions or 
process parameters and for recording 
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data that meet the requirements of 
§ 60.13. 

(z) “Lot” means any quantity of ma¬ 
terial so designated by the material’s 
supplier except that the quantity of ma¬ 
terial in any one lot shall not exceed the 
quantity of any shipment(s) physically 
delivered by each supplier to the owner 
or operator in any 24-hour period. 

2. Section 60.7 is amended by revis¬ 
ing paragraph (c) to read as follows: 

§ 60.7 Notification and recordkeeping. 

• • ♦ * * 

(b) Any owner or operator subject 
to the provisions of this part shall main¬ 
tain records of the occurrence and dura¬ 
tion of any startup, shutdown, or mal¬ 
function in operation of the affected fa¬ 
cility and any malfunction of the air 
pollution control equipment. 

(c) A written report shall be sub¬ 
mitted to the Administrator by each 
owner or operator for each calendar 
quarter. All quarterly reports shall be 
postmarked by the 30th day following 
the end of each calendar quarter. The 
report shall include the following: 

(1) For all affected facilities, the date, 
duration, nature, and cause (if known) 
of any malfunction, and the corrective 
action taken or preventative measures 
adopted. 

(2) For affected facilities for which 
continuous monitoring systems are re¬ 
quired. the report shall include the fol¬ 
lowing: 

(i) The magnitude of emissions re¬ 
duced in accordance with § 60.13 (k). 

(ii) A summary of periods of excess 
emissions as defined in applicable sub¬ 
parts, including the magnitude of excess 
emissions, the date, the time of com¬ 
mencement and completion of each pe¬ 
riod of excess emissions, and the date and 
time identifying each period during 
which the continuous monitoring system 
was inoperative. Periods of excess emis¬ 
sions due to startup, shutdown, and mal¬ 
function shall be specifically identified. 

(d) Any owner or operator subject to 
the provisions of this part shall main¬ 
tain a file of all measurements of the 
affected facility’s emissions including 
continuous monitoring system data and 
the results of any tests conducted in ac¬ 
cordance with the procedures listed in 
the Appendices A and B to this part, and 
all other reports and records required 
by this part. Any such measurements, re¬ 
ports, and records shall be retained for 
two years following the date of such 
measurements, reports, and records. 

3. Section 60.11 is amended by revising 
paragraph (b) to read as follows: 

§60.11 Compliance with standards and 
maintenance requirements. 

* • * • • 

(b) Compliance with opacity stand¬ 
ards in this part shall be determined by 
conducting observations in accordance 
with Reference Method 9 in Appendix A 
of this part. Where the presence of con¬ 
densed, uncombined water is the only 
reason for failure to comply with appli¬ 
cable opacity standards, such failures 


shall not be a violation of those stand¬ 
ards. 

• • » • * 

4. A new § 60.13 is added as follows: 

§ 60.13 Emission monitoring require* 

ments. 

(a) Unless otherwise specified by sub¬ 
parts, all continuous monitoring systems 
required for measuring and recording 
emissions or process operations shall 
meet the requirements of this section ex¬ 
cept that the requirements contained in 
Appendix B of this part apply only to 
those continuous monitoring systems 
listed in paragraph (d) of this section. 
All continuous monitoring systems shall 
be installed and shall have completed the 
conditioning period specified in Appendix 
B to this part (if applicable) prior to 
conducting performance tests required 
under § 60.8. 

(b) All continuous monitoring systems 
installed on stationary sources shall meet 
minimum frequency of operation re¬ 
quirements as follows: 

(1) Continuous monitoring systems 
for measuring opacity shall complete a 
minimum of one cycle of operation (sam¬ 
pling, analyzing, and data recording) for 
each successive 1-minute period. 

(2) Continuous monitoring systems 
for measuring oxides of nitrogen, sulfur 
dioxide, or oxygen shall complete a min¬ 
imum of one cycle of operation (sam¬ 
pling, analyzing, and data recording) for 
each successive 15-minute period. 

(3) Continuous monitoring systems for 
measuring emissions or process param¬ 
eters not listed under paragraph (b) (1) 
and (2) of this section shall complete 
a minimum of one cycle of operation 
(sampling, analyzing, and data record¬ 
ing) for each successive hourly period. 

(c) All continuous monitoring systems 
shall be installed such that a representa¬ 
tive measurement of process parameters 
or emissions from the affected facility 
can be obtained. Additional require¬ 
ments for location of opacity monitoring 
equipment are contained in Perform¬ 
ance Specification 1 of Appendix B of 
this part. 

(d) Unless otherwise specified, the 
continuous monitoring systems listed in 
this paragraph shall meet the require¬ 
ments of Appendix B of this part. Each 
continuous monitoring system shall be 
installed and shall have completed the 
conditioning period specified in applica¬ 
ble Performance Specifications (Appen¬ 
dix B) before commencing applicable 
Reference Method tests (Appendix A). 
The operational test period specified in 
applicable Performance Specifications 
shall be conducted concurrently with 
the applicable Reference Method tests. 
The applicable Reference Methods to be 
used are those listed in the Test Methods 
and Procedures of each subpart that 
apply to the pollutant or process param¬ 
eter being monitored. The continuous 
monitoring systems affected by the re¬ 
quirements of this paragraph and the 
Performance Specifications in Appendix 
B of this part applicable to these sys¬ 
tems are as follows: 


(1) Continuous monitoring systems 
for measuring opacity of emissions shall 
comply with Performance Specification 
1 . 

(2) Continuous monitoring systems for 
measuring nitrogen oxides emissions 
shall comply with Performance Specifi¬ 
cation 2. 

(3) Continuous monitoring systems 
for measuring sulfur dioxide emissions 
shall comply with Performance Specifi¬ 
cation 2. 

(4) Continuous monitoring systems 
for measuring the oxygen content of ef¬ 
fluent gases shall comply with Perform¬ 
ance Specification 3. 

(e) Paragraph (d) of this section does 
not apply to continuous monitoring sys¬ 
tems for which owners or operators have 
prior to the date of this proposal entered 
into a binding contractual obligation to 
purchase specific monitoring equipment. 

(f) All continuous monitoring systems 
exempted by paragraph (e) of this sec¬ 
tion or not listed by paragraph (d) of 
this section shall be capable of monitor¬ 
ing emission levels to within ± 20 percent 
with a confidence level of 95 percent. 
Compliance with the requirements of this 
paragraph shall be determined by sub¬ 
jecting the continuous monitoring sys¬ 
tem to evaluation with a variety of known 
opacity neutral density filters or a vari¬ 
ety of known concentration calibration 
gases as applicable. 

(g) The Administrator shall receive 
written notice from the owner or opera¬ 
tor postmarked not less than 15 days in 
advance of the following: 

(1) The start of the operational test 
period specified in applicable perform¬ 
ance specifications (Appendix B). 

(2) The start of the evaluation speci¬ 
fied in paragraph (f) of this section. 

(h) Should any continuous monitoring 
system be replaced in its entirety or por¬ 
tions of any of these systems be replaced, 
including but not limited to replacement 
of major subassemblies or critical com¬ 
ponents such as the pollutant sampler, 
pollutant analyzer, or photocell, the ap¬ 
plicable performance evaluations under 
paragraphs (d) and (f> of this section 
shall be repeated, or upon written request 
the Administrator may waive the re¬ 
quirements for performing these tests 
and prescribe other testing or informa¬ 
tion reporting requirements necessary to 
demonstrate that the performance of the 
continuous monitoring system is not re¬ 
duced to levels below applicable specifi¬ 
cations. The Administrator shall receive 
written notice from the owner or opera¬ 
tor postmarked not more than 15 days 
before replacement components or sys** 
terns are installed. 

(i) Owners or operators of all contin¬ 
uous monitoring systems installed in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of this 
part shall record the zero and span drift 
in accordance with the method pre¬ 
scribed by the manufacturer of such in¬ 
struments. The instruments shall be 
subjected to the manufacturer’s recom¬ 
mended zero and span adjustment at 
least once daily unless the manufacturer 
recommends adjustments at shorter in- 
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tervals, in which case such recommenda¬ 
tions shall be followed. As a minimum, 
the following procedure shall be fol¬ 
lowed: 

(1) For extractive monitoring systems 
measuring nitrogen oxides, sulfur diox¬ 
ide, or oxygen, minimum procedures shall 
include using zero and span gases intro¬ 
duced into the measurement system as 
near to the probe as is practical. If an 
alternate method can be demonstrated 
to be adequate, then the Administrator 
can approve procedures that do not in¬ 
clude use of span gases. 

(2) For non-extractive monitoring 
systems that measure nitrogen oxides, 
sulfur dioxide, or oxygen, minimum pro¬ 
cedures shall include upscale adjustment 
using a certified calibration gas cell or a 
test cell which is optically equivalent to 
a known gas concentration. 

(J) Upon written request the Adminis¬ 
trator may waive the requirements under 
this part for installing a continuous 
monitoring system when the installation 
of such system would not provide accu¬ 
rate determinations (e.g., condensed, un¬ 
combined water vapor may prevent an 
accurate determination of opacity using 
commercially available continuous moni¬ 
toring systems). Upon approval of that 
request, the Administrator may prescribe 
other monitoring requirements. 

(k) Owners and operators of all con¬ 
tinuous monitoring systems shall reduce 
all data monthly to one-minute inte¬ 
grated averages (opacity) or one-hour 
integrated averages (all data except 
opacity) for time periods as defined by 
§5 60.2(x) and (r), respectively. The con¬ 
version factors developed or conversion 
procedures specified in subparts shall be 
used to convert the integrated averaged 
data into units of the applicable stand¬ 
ard. Results shall be reported to the Ad¬ 
ministrator as specified in 5 60.7(c). 
Upon written request the Administrator 
may waive the requirements in subparts 
for developing conversion factors or us¬ 
ing conversion factors or conversion pro¬ 
cedures as specified by this paragraph if 
other procedures or methods acceptable 
to the Administrator are used to convert 
continuous monitoring data to units of 
the applicable standard. 

(l) When the effluent from two or 
more affected facilities is ducted to a 
single stack, then applicable continuous 
monitoring systems are required only on 
the single stack. 

(m) If any continuous monitoring 
systems (except opacity) installed and 
operated under this part yield results on 
a wet basis, the owner or operator shall 
perform Reference Method 4 monthly 
and correct the one-hour integrated av¬ 
erages under paragraph (k) of this sec¬ 
tion to dry basis. This paragraph does 
not apply when conversion factors are 
developed with all data on a wet basis or 
when otherwise specified in this part. 

Subpart D—Standards of Performance for 
Fossil Fuel-Fired Steam Generators 

§ 60.42 [Amended! 

5. Paragraph (a) (2) of § 60.42 is 
amended by deleting the second 
sentence. 


6. Section 60.45 is amended by revis¬ 
ing paragraphs (a), (b), (c), and (d) and 
by deleting paragraphs (e), (f), and (g) 
as follows: 


§ 60.45 Emission and fuel monitoring. 

(a) Continuous monitoring systems 
shall be installed, calibrated, maintained, 
and operated by the owner or operator as 
follows: 

(1) A continuous monitoring system 
for the measurement of the opacity of 
emissions, except where gaseous fuel is 
the only fuel burned. 

(2) A continuous monitoring system 
for the measurement of sulfur dioxide 
emissions except where gaseous fuel is 
the only fuel fired, or where fuel analyses 
demonstrate that any lot of fuel pro¬ 
cured by an owner or operator for com¬ 
bustion wdthin an affected facility can 
without the benefit of blending achieve 
compliance with § 60.43. Where the 
owner or operator elects to conduct fuel 
analyses, the results shall be summarized 
monthly and the following procedures 
shall be used for analysis and for com¬ 
puting excess emissions under paragraph 
(d) of this section: 

(i) The sulfur content and the high 
heating value of each lot of fuel fired 
shall be determined in accordance with 
the following: 

(A) The sulfur content (%S) and 

high heating value (HHV) of solid fuels 
shall be determined by using A.S.T.M. 
test methods D2234-68(72) for mechani¬ 
cal sampling, D2013-68(72) for sample 
preparation, and D271-70 (%S and 

HHV). Alternate method D2015-66<72) 
may be used only for the high heating 
value analysis (HHV). For A.S.T.M. test 
method D2234-68(72) the methods of 
increment collection shall be Type I (see 
4.2.1), Conditions A, B, or D (see 4.3.4), 
and systematic spacing (see 4.4.1) for 
each lot. The number and weight of in¬ 
crements selected shall be the same as 
listed within Table 2 of the method. 

(B) The sulfur content (%S) and 
high heating value (HHV) of liquid fuels 
shall be determined by using A.S.T.M. 
test method D240-64(7S) for the com¬ 
plete sample analysis (HHV and %S). 
Alternate methods D1551-68 or D1552-64 
may be used only for the sulfur analysis 
(%S) 

(ii) Using the fuel analyses under 
paragraph (a) (2) (i) of this section, ex¬ 
cess emissions under paragraph (d)(2) 
of this section are determined by sub¬ 
tracting the applicable standard under 
5 60.43 from the average sulfur dioxide 
emission computed for each lot of fuel 
as follows: 


Ei*x 

where: 


( 20 , 000 ) (% 8 ) 
K (HHV) 


Eire = average sulfur dioxide emission, 
g/mlUion cal ((lb/mlllion Btu) 
%S = sulfur content by weight of the 
fuel, dry basis (expressed as 
percent) 

HHV = high heading value of fuel, cal/g 
(Btu/lb) 


K = fraction of the total sulfur input 
exhausted with the flue gas. 
For solid fuels (except Ugnite) 
K = 0.970. and for liquid fuels 
K = 0.985. Sources which elect 
to analyze the sulfur content 
of bottom and precipitated ash 
using A.S.T.M. test method 
D1767-62(69) and perform a 
material balance around the af¬ 
fected facility monthly may es¬ 
tablish other values for K. 


(3) A continuous monitoring system 
for the measurement of nitrogen oxides 
emissions. The pollutant gas used to pre¬ 
pare calibration gas mixtures (section 
2.1, Performance Specification 2) shall 
be nitric oxide (NO). 

(4) A continuous monitoring system 
for the measurement of oxygen in the 
flue gases. 

(b) The owner or operator of facilities 
required to install continuous monitoring 
systems under paragraphs (a) (2) and 

(3) of this section shall for each pol¬ 
lutant monitored use the following con¬ 
version procedure for the purpose of 
converting monitoring data into units of 
the applicable standards (g/million cal): 


2090 


E cf (-), 


20.9— %Ot 

where: 

E pollutant emission, g/million cal (lb/ 
million Btu). 

C -pollutant concentration, g/dsem (lb/ 
dsef), dry basts, determine!! by mul¬ 
tiplying the average concentration 
(ppm) for each hourly period by 
4.16xlO r * M g/dsem per ppm (2.64 x 
10 « M lb/dscf per ppm) where M 
pollutant molecular weight, g/g-mole 
(lb/lb-mole). 

%0,=oxygen content by volume (expressed 
as percent), dry basis, as determined 
under paragraph (a) (4) of this sec¬ 
tion. 

F^-a factor determined according to 
55 60.46(c) (4). (5), (6), and (7). as 
applicable. 


(c) The average dailv heat input to 
the affected facility shall be determined 
and recorded. The heat input, expressed 
in cal/hr (Btu / hr), shall be determined 
by multiplying the high heating value 
of each fuel fired by the rate of each fuel 
burned. High heating values shall be de¬ 
termined in accordance with A.S.T.M. 
methods D2015-66(72) (solid fuels), 
D240-64(73) (liquid fuels), or D1826-64 
(70) (gaseous fuels) as applicable. The 
rate of fuels burned during each day 
shall be determined by suitable methods. 

(d) For the purpose of reports re¬ 
quired under § 60.7(c), periods of excess 
emissions that shall be reported are de¬ 
fined as follows: 

(1) All hourly periods during which 
there are three or more 1-minute periods 
when the average opacity exceeds 20 
percent. 

(2) Any two consecutive hourly peri¬ 
ods during which the 1-hour average 
sulfur dioxide emissions exceed the limits 
of § 60.43; or for sources which conduct 
analyses of fuel in lieu of installing and 
operating a continuous monitoring sys¬ 
tem under paragraph (a) (2) of this sec¬ 
tion, the lot number, the number of 
metric tons and the high heating value 
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(HHV) of any lot of fuel for which the 
results of fuel analyses and computa¬ 
tions, required by paragraphs (a) (2) (1) 
and (ii) respectively of this second, ex¬ 
ceed the limits of § 60.43. 

(3) Any two consecutive hourly peri¬ 
ods during which the 1-hour average 
nitrogen oxides emissions exceed the 
limits established by § 60.44. 

7. Section 60.46 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 60.46 Test methods and procedures. 

(a) The reference methods in Appen¬ 
dix A of this part, except as provided In 
§ 60.8(b), shall be used to determine 
compliance with the standards pre¬ 
scribed in §§ 60.42, 60.43, and 60.44 as 
follows: 

(1) Method 1 for selection of samp¬ 
ling site and sample traverses, 

(2) Method 3 for gas analysis, 

(3) Method 5 for concentration of par¬ 
ticulate matter and the associated mois¬ 
ture content, 

(4) Method 6 for concentration of 
SO,, and 

(5) Method 7 for concentration of 
NO,. 

(b) Method 3 and the following pro¬ 
cedures shall be used when applying 
Reference Methods 5, 6. and 7. 

(1) For Method 5, Method 1 shall be 
used to select the sampling site. The 
sampling time for each run shall be at 
least 60 minutes and the minimum sam¬ 
pling volume shall be 0.85 dscm (30 dscf) 
except that smaller sampling times or 
volumes, when necessitated by process 
variables or other factors, may be ap¬ 
proved by the Administrator. The probe 
and filter holder heating systems in the 
sampling train shall be set to provide a 
gas temperature between 110° C and 160* 
C (225° F and 320® F). 

(2) For Methods 6 and 7, the sampling 
site shall be the same as that selected for 
Method 5. The sampling point In the duct 
shall be at the centroid of the cross sec¬ 
tion or at a point no closer to the walls 
than 1 m (3.28 ft). For Method 6 the 
sample shall be extracted at a rate pro¬ 
portional to the gas velocity at the sam¬ 
pling point. 

(3) For Method 6, the minimum 
sampling time shall be 20 minutes and 
the minimum sampling volume 0.02 dscm 
(0.71 dscf) for each sample. The arith¬ 
metic mean of two samples shall consti¬ 
tute one run. Samples shall be taken at 
approximately 30-minute intervals. 

(4) For Method 7, each run shall con¬ 
sist of at least four grab samples taken at 
approximately 15-minute intervals. The 
arithmetic mean of the samples shall 
constitute the run value. 

(c) For each run required by para¬ 
graphs (a) (3), (4), and (5) of this sec¬ 
tion, the emissions expressed in g/million 
cal (lb/million Btu) shall be determined 
by the following procedure: 

2090 

E = CF(-) 

20.9 -%O a 

where: 

(1) E=pollutant emission, g/million col 
(lb/mlllion Btu). 

(2) C=pollutant concentration, g/dscm 
(lb/dscf), determined by Methods 5, 0, or 7. 


(3) %O a =oxygen content by volume 
(expressed as percent), dry basis. Per¬ 
cent oxygen shall be determined by using 
the integrated sampling procedures of 
Method 3 and by analyzing the sample 
with the continuous monitoring system 
required under § 60.45(a) (4) or by using 
the Orsat analyzer. The sample shall be 
obtained as follows: 

(i) For determination of sulfur dioxide 
and nitrogen oxides emissions, the oxy¬ 
gen sample shall be obtained at approxi¬ 
mately the same point in the duct as 
used to obtain the samples for Methods 6 
and 7 determinations, respectively 
(§ 60.46(b)(2)). 

(ii) For determination of particulate 
emissions, the oxygen sample shall be ob¬ 
tained by traversing the duct in accord¬ 
ance with Method 1 except that 12 sample 
points shall be used in all cases. 

(4) F=factor representing a ratio of 
the volume of flue gases generated to the 
calorific value of the fuel combusted. 
Values of F are given as follows: 

(i) For anthracitic coal according to 
A.S.T.M. D388-66, F=0.01139 dscm/10 4 
cal (101.4dscf/10 4 Btu). 

(ii) For subbituminous and bituminous 
coal according to A.S.T.M. D388-66, 
F=0.01103 dscm/10 4 cal (98.2 dscf/10 4 
Btu). 

(iii) For liquid fossil fuels including 
crude, residual, and distillate oils, F= 
0.01036 dscm/10 4 cal (92.2 dscf/10 4 Btu). 

(iv) For gaseous fossil fuels Including 
natural gas, propane, and butane, F= 
0.00982 dscm/10 4 cal (87.4 dscf/10 4 Btu). 

(5) The owner or operator may use the 
following equation to determine an F fac¬ 
tor (dscm/10 1 cal) in lieu of the F factors 
specified by paragraph (c) (4) of this sec¬ 
tion: 

F —100 

(3G4) (%H)+(153) (%C)-M57) (%S) 

4- (14) (%N) — (46) (%0) 


HHV 

where 

(i) H, C, S, N, and O are content by 
weight of hydrogen, carbon, sulfur, nitro¬ 
gen, and oxygen (expressed as percent), 
respectively, as determined by ultimate 
analysis of the fuel fired, dry basis, using 
A.S.T.M. methods D271-70 (solid fuels) 
or D240-64(73) (liquid fuels) or com¬ 
puted from results using A.S.T.M. method 
D1137^53(70) (gaseous fuels) as appli¬ 
cable. 

(ii) HHV is the high heating value 
(cal/g) of the fuel combusted, deter¬ 
mined by the A.S.T.M. test methods 
D2015—66(72> (solid fuels), D240-64(73) 
(liquid fuels)', and D1826-64(70) (gas¬ 
eous fuels) as applicable. 

(6) When combinations of fuels are 
fired, the F factors determined by para¬ 
graph (c) (4) or (5) of this section shall 
be prorated in accordance with the fol¬ 
lowing formula: 


where: 


r _ *Ti4yg,4-*F, 

*-fy+a 


x = the percentage of total heat Input de¬ 
rived from gaseous fossil fuel 
y=the percentage of total heat Input de¬ 
rived from liquid fossil fuel 


z=the percentage of total heat Input de¬ 
rived from solid fossil fuel 

F^the value of F for gaseous fossil fuels 
according to paragraph (c) (4) or 
(6) of this section 

F*=the value of F for liquid fossil fuels 
according to paragraph (c) (4) or 
(5) of this section 

F,=^the value of F for solid fossil fuels 
according to paragraph (c) (4) or 
(5) of tills section. 

(7) When combinations of fossil fuels 
are fired, the heat input, expressed in 
cal/hr (Btu/hr), shall be determined 
during each testing period by multiplying 
the high heating value of each fuel fired 
by the rate of each fuel burned. High 
heating value shall be determined in 
accordance with A.S.TM. methods 
D2015-66(72) (solid fuels), D240-64(73) 
(liquid fuels), or D1826-64(70) (gaseous 
fuels) as applicable. The rate of fuels 
burned during each testing period shall 
be determined by suitable methods and 
shall be confirmed by a material balance 
over the steam generation system. 

Subpart F—Standards of Performance for 
Portland Cement Plants 

§ 60.62 [Amended] 

8. Section 60.62 is amended by deleting 
paragraph (d). 

Subpart G—Standards of Performance for 
Nitric Acid Plants 

§ 60.72 [Amended] 

9. Paragraph (a) (2) of § 60.72 Is 
amended by deleting the second sentence. 

10. Section 60.73 Is amended by revis¬ 
ing paragraph (a), (b), (c), and (e) to 
read as follows: 

§ 60.73 Emission monitoring. 

(a) A continuous monitoring system 
for the measurement of nitrogen oxides 
shall be installed, calibrated, maintained, 
and operated in any affected facility by 
the owner or operator. The pollutant gas 
used to prepare calibration gas mixtures 
(section 2.1, Performance Specification 
2) shall be nitrogen dioxide (NO*). 

(b) The owner or operator shall estab¬ 
lish a conversion factor for the purpose 
of converting monitoring data into units 
of the applicable standard (kg/metric 
ton). The conversion factor shall be 
established by measuring emissions with 
the continuous monitoring system in ac¬ 
cordance with § 60.13(d) at the same 
time as emissions are determined for the 
applicable reference method tests (§ 60.- 
74). Using emission data from the per¬ 
formance test and only that portion of 
the continuous monitoring emission data 
that represents emission measurements 
concurrent with the reference method 
test periods, the conversion factor shall 
be determined by dividing the perform¬ 
ance test data integrated averages by the 
continuous emission monitoring test data 
averages to obtain a ratio expressed in 
units of the applicable standard to units 
of the monitoring data, l.e„ kg/metric 
ton per ppm (lb/short ton per ppm). 

(c) The owner or operator shall re¬ 
cord the daily production rate and hours 
of operation. 

• • 0 m • 
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(e) For the purpose of reports pursu¬ 
ant to § 60.7(c), periods of excess emis¬ 
sions that shall be reported are defined 
as any two consecutive hourly periods 
during which the average nitrogen ox¬ 
ides emissions exceed the limits of 
§ 60.72(a). 

Subpart H—Standards of Performance for 
Sulfuric Acid Plants 

§ 60.83 f Amended] 

11. Paragraph (a) (2) of § 60.83 is 
amended by deleting the second sentence. 

12. Section 60.84 is amended by revis¬ 
ing paragraphs (a), (b), (c), (d) and 
(e) to read as follows: 

g 60.8*1 Emission monitoring. 

(a) A continuous monitoring system 
for the measurement of sulfur dioxide 
shall be installed, calibrated, maintained, 
and operated in any affected facility by 
the owner or operator. 

(b) The owner or operator shall estab¬ 
lish a conversion factor for the purpose 
of converting monitoring data into units 
of the applicable standard (kg/metric 
ton). The conversion factor shall be 
established by measuring emissions with 
the continuous monitoring system in ac¬ 
cordance with § 60.13(d) at the same 
time as emissions are determined for the 
applicable reference method tests (§60.- 
85). Using emission data from the per¬ 
formance test and only that portion of 
the continuous monitoring emission data 
that represents emission measurements 
concurrent with the reference method 
test periods, the conversion factor shall 
be determined by dividing the perform¬ 
ance test data integrated averages by the 
continuous emission monitoring test 
data averages to obtain a ratio expressed 
in units of the applicable standard to 
units of the monitoring data, i.e., kg/ 
metric ton per ppm (lb/short ton per 
ppm). 

(c) The owner or operator shall record 
the daily production rates and hours of 
operation. 

(d) Paragraph (m) of § 60.13 does not 
apply to this subpart. 

• * • • ♦ 

(e) For the purpose of reports pursu¬ 
ant to § 60.7(c), periods of excess emis¬ 
sions that shall be reported are defined 
as any two consecutive hourly periods 
during which the average sulfur dioxide 
emissions exceed the limits of § 60.82. 

Subpart I—Standards of Performance for 
Asphalt Concrete Plants 

§ 60.92 [Amended] 

13. Paragraph (b) of § 60.92 is 
amended by deleting the second sentence. 

Subpart J—Standards of Peformance for 
Petroleum Refineries 

§ 60.102 [Amended] 

14. Paragraph (a) (2) of § 60.102 is 
amended by deleting the second sentence. 

15. Section 60.105 is amended by revis¬ 
ing paragraphs (a) and (b) to read as 
follows: 

§ 60.105 Emission monitoring. 

(a) Continuous monitoring systems 
shall be installed, calibrated, maintained, 
and operated in any affected facility by 
the owner or operator as follows: 


(1) A continuous monitoring system 
for the measurement of the opacity of 
emissions discharged into the atmos¬ 
phere from the fluid catalytic cracking 
unit catalyst regenerator. 

(2) A continuous monitoring system 
for the measurement of carbon monox¬ 
ide in gases discharged into the atmos¬ 
phere from fluid catalytic cracking unit 
catalyst regenerators, except where the 
requirements of paragraph (a) (3) of 
this section are met. 

(3) Continuous monitoring systems 
for the measurement of firebox tem¬ 
perature and oxygen in exhaust gases 
from any incinerator-waste heat boiler 
which combusts the exhaust gases from 
a fluid catalytic cracking unit catalyst 
regenerator, except where the require¬ 
ments of paragraph (a)(2) of this sec¬ 
tion are met. 

(4) A continuous monitoring system 
for the measurement of hydrogen sulfide 
in fuel gases burned in any fuel gas com¬ 
bustion device, except where the require¬ 
ments of paragraph (a) (5) of this 
section are met. Fuel gas combustion de¬ 
vices having a common source of fuel 
gas may be monitored at one location if 
sampling at this location produces re¬ 
sults representative of the hydrogen sul¬ 
fide concentration in the fuel gas burned. 

(5) A continuous monitoring system 
for the measurement of sulfur dioxide 
in the gases discharged into the atmos¬ 
phere from the combustion of fuel gases 
except where the requirements of para¬ 
graph (a) (4) of this section are met. 

(b) The owner or operator of an af¬ 
fected facility required to install a 
continuous monitoring system under 
paragraph (a)(5) of this section shall 
establish daily a conversion factor (mg 
H.-S/dscm of fuel gas per ppm SO, in flue 
gas) for the purpose of converting mon¬ 
itoring data into units of the applicable 
standard. The conversion factor shall be 
established by measuring ppm SO, with 
the continuous monitoring system in ac¬ 
cordance with paragraph (a) (5) of this 
section, conducting analyses daily of any 
fuel gas combusted using A.S.T.M. meth¬ 
ods D1071-55 (sampling) and D1946-67 
(analysis), and computing the factor as 
follows: 


CF= (0.0102) 

where: 

CF=daily conversion (actor (mg H}8/dscm per ppm) 
X i—stoichiometric constant, and 
Y»« volumetric percent of fuel gas component, dry 
basis 

n» number of components. 

Table op Valoes por X, 

Component: X t 

H, . 1.88 

Hj8.- 6. 64 

CO .. 2. 88 

CH 4 . 8.62 

C a H„ .16. 16 

C,H h . 21.8 

C 4 H 10 . 28.4 

C r .H ia . 35.1 

C (1 H lt . 41.7 

C,H 4 . 13. 3 

C 3 H a . 19.9 

C-H. . 18. 0 

C 4 H h - 28. 0 

C„H, - 34. 2 

CH € H j3 - 89.8 

Inerts __ 1. 0 


(1) For facilities which operate at 
levels greater than 5% oxygen in the flue 
gases, the oxygen content of the flue 
gases shall be determined at least 
monthly by sampling at the same point 
in the duct specified by § 60.106(d) and 
by analyzing the sample for oxygen by 
Orsat analysis or by use of the oxygen 
continuous monitoring instrument under 
§ 60.105(a) (3). The results shall be used 
to adjust the daily conversion factors 
monthly (Orsat analysis) or daily (con¬ 
tinuous monitor) as follows: 

/ cf \ / 20.90 \ 

( ) adjusted - ^ 117 J ^20.9—%Oj/ 

where: 

CF=daily conversion factor (mg H,S/dscm 
per ppm), and 

%0*=percent oxygen by volume (expressed 
as percent), dry basis. 


Subpart I—Standards of Performance for 
Secondary Lead Smelters 

§60.122 T Amended] 

16. Section 60.122 is amended by de¬ 
leting paragraph (c). 

Subpart M—Standards of Performance for 

Secondary Brass and Bronze Ingot Pro¬ 
duction Plants 

§60.132 [Amended] 

17. Section 60.132 is amended by de¬ 
leting paragraph (c). 

Subpart O—Standards of Performance for 
Sewage Treatment Plants 

§ 60.152 [Amended] 

18. Paragraph (a)(2) of § 60.152 is 
amended by deleting the second sentence. 

19. Appendix A is amended by revising 
Method 9 as follows: 

METHOD 9-VISUAL DETERMINATION OF THE 

OPACITY OF EMISSIONS FOR STATIONARY SOURCES 

1. Principle and applicability. 

1.1 Principle. The opacity of emissions 
from stationary sources Is determined vis¬ 
ually by a qualified observer. 

12 Applicability. This method is applicable 
for the determination of the opacity of 
emissions from stationary sources pursuant 
to § 60.11(b) and for qualifying observers for 
visually determining opacity of emissions. 

2. Procedures. The observer qualified in ac¬ 
cordance with paragraph 3 of this method 
shall use the following procedures for visually 
determining the opacity of emissions: 

2.1 Position. The qualified observer shall 
stand at a distance sufficient to provide a 
clear view of the emissions with the sun 
oriented in the quadrant to his back. Con¬ 
sistent with maintaining the above require¬ 
ment, the observer shall, as much as possible, 
make his observations from a position such 
that his line of vision is approximately per¬ 
pendicular to the plume direction, and when 
observing opacity of emissions from rectan¬ 
gular outlets (e.g. roof monitors, open bag- 
houses. noncircular stacks), approximately 
perpendicular to the longer axis of the outlet. 

2.2 Field records. The observer shall record 
the name of the plant, emission location, type 
facility, observer’s name and affiliation, and 
the date on a field data sheet (Figure 9-1). 
The time, estimated distance to the emission 
location, approximate wind direction, esti¬ 
mated wind speed, description of the sky 
condition (presence and color of clouds). and 
plume background are recorded on a field 
data sheet at the time opacity readings are 
initiated and completed. 

2.3 Observations. Opacity observations 
shall be made at the point of greatest opacity 
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In that portion of the plume where condensed 
water vapor Is not present. The observer shall 
not look continuously at the plume, but in¬ 
stead shall observe the plume momentarily at 
15-second intervals. 

2.3.1 Attached steam plumes. When con¬ 
densed water vapor Is present within the 
plume as it emerges from the emission outlet, 
opacity observations shall be made beyond 
the point in the plume at which condensed 
water vapor is no longer visible. The observer 
shall record the approximate distance from 
the emission outlet to the point at which 
the observations are made. 

2.3.2 Detached steam plume. When water 
vapor in the plume condenses at a distinct 
distance from the emission outlet, the opacity 
of emissions may be evaluated at the emission 
outlet prior to the condensation of water 
vapor and the formation of the steam plume. 

2.4 Recording observations. Opacity obser¬ 
vations shall be recorded to the nearest 5 
percent at 15-second intervals on an obser¬ 
vational record sheet (Figure 9-2). Each 
momentary observation recorded shall repre¬ 
sent the opacity of emissions for that 15- 
second time period. 

2.5 Data reduction. Determine the opacity 

standard applicable to the affected facility 
being observed and compute minutes of non- 
compliance using the appropriate procedure 
as follows: y 

2.5.1 For all opacity standards except aver¬ 
age opacity, mark on the observation record 
sheet (Figure 9-2) all observations which 
exceed the opacity level specified by the 
standard. Compute the aggregate number of 
minutes during which the opacity of emis¬ 
sions was observed to exceed the applicable 
standard. Exclude from this computation the 
number of minutes of operation exempted 
by the applicable opacity standard* or by 
§ 60.11(c) (if any). Record the minutes of 
noncompliance on Figure 9-1. 

2.5.2 For average opacity standards, sum 
on the observation record sheet (Figure 9-2) 
all observations for any specific time period 
(use time periods specified by the standard 
when applicable), and compute the arith¬ 
metic mean average by dividing by the total 
number of observations for the time period 
evaluated. Exclude from this computation 
any minutes of operation exempted by the 
applicable opacity standard or 5 60.11(c) (If 
any). Record the minutes of each time period 
of noncompllance on Figure 9-1. 

3. Qualifications and testing. 

3.1 Certification requirements. To receive 
certification as a qualified observer, a candi¬ 
date must be tested and demonstrate the 
ability to assign opacity readings In 5-percent 
increments to 25 different black plumes and 
25 different white plumes, with an error not 
to exceed 15-percent opacity on any one read¬ 
ing and an average error not to exceed 7.5- 
percent opacity in each category. Candidates 
shall be tested according to the procedures 
described In paragraph 3J2. Smoke generators 
used pursuant to paragraph 3.2 shall be 
equipped with a smoke meter which meets 
the requirements of paragraph 3.3. 

The certification shall be valid for a period 
of 6 months, at which time the qualification 
procedure must be repeated by any observer 
In order to retain certification. 

3.2 Certification procedure. The smoke test 
consists of showing the candidate a complete 
run of 50 plumes—25 black plumes and 25 
white plumes—generated by a smoke gen¬ 


erator. Plumes within each set of 25 black 
and 25 white runs shall be presented In ran¬ 
dom order. The candidate assigns an opacity 
value to each plume and records his observa¬ 
tion on a suitable form. At the completion of 
each run of 50 readings, the score of the 
trainee Is determined. If a trainee falls to 
qualify, the complete run of 50 readings must 
be repeated In any retest. The smoke test may 
be administered as part of a smoke school 
or training program, and may be preceded by 
training or familiarization runs of the smoke 
generator during which candidates are shown 
black and white plumes of known opacity. 

3.3 Smoke generator specifications. Any 
smoke generator used for the purposes of 
paragraph 3.2 shall be equipped with a smoke 
meter Installed to measure opacity across the 
diameter of the smoke generator stack. The 
smoke meter output shall display in-stack 
opacity based upon a pathlcngth equal to 
the stack exit diameter, on a full 0 to 100 
percent chart recorder scale. The smoke meter 
optical design and performance shall meet 
the specifications shown In Table 9-1. The 
smoke meter shall be calibrated as prescribed 
In paragraph 3.3.1 prior to the conduct of 
each smoke reading test. At the completion of 
each test, the zero and span drift shall be 
checked and if the drift exceeds ±1 percent 
opacity, the condition shall be oorrected prior 
to conducting any subsequent test runs. The 
smoke meter shall be demonstrated, at the 
time of Installation, to meet the specifica¬ 
tions listed In Table 9-1^Tills demonstration 
shall be repeated following any subsequent 
repair or replacement of the photocell or as¬ 
sociated electronic circuitry including the 
chart recorder or output meter, or every 6 
months, whichever occurs first. 


TABLE e-1 SMOKE METER DESIGN AND 
PERFORMANCE SPECIFICATIONS 


Parameter: 
a. Light source_ 


b. Spectral response 
of photocell. 


c. Anglo of view_ 

d. Angle of projec¬ 

tion. 

e. Calibration error. 

I. Zero and span 
drift. 

g. Response time_ 


Specification 

Incandescent lamp 
operated at nomi¬ 
nal rated voltage. 

Photoplc (Daylight 
spectral response 
of the human eye: 
reference 4.3). 

15* maximum total 
angle. 

15° maximum total 
angle. 

±3% opacity maxi¬ 
mum. 

±1 % opacity, 30 

minutes. 

—5 seconds. 


3.3.1 Calibration. The smoke meter Is cali¬ 
brated after allowing a minimum of 30 min¬ 
utes warmup by alternately producing simu¬ 
lated opacity of 0 percent and 100 percent. 
When stable response at 0 percent or 100 
percent Is noted, the smoke meter Is ad¬ 
justed to produce an output of 0 percent or 
100 percent, as appropriate. This calibration 
shall be repeated until stable 0 percent and 
100 percent readings are produced without 
adjustment. Simulated 0 percent and 100 
percent opacity values may be produced by 
alternately switching the power to the light 
source on and off while the smoke generator 
Is not producing smoke. 

3.3.2 Smoke meter evaluation. The smoke 


meter design and performance are to be 


evaluated as follows: 


3.3.2.1 Light source. Verify from manu¬ 
facturer’s data and from voltage measure¬ 
ments made at the lamp, as Installed, that 
the lamp Is operated within ±5 percent of 
the nominal rated voltage. 

3.3.2.2 Spectral response of photocell. Verify 
from manufacturer's data that the photocell 
has a photoplc response; l.e., the spectral 
sensitivity of the cell shall closely approxi¬ 
mate the standard spectral-luminosity curve 
for photoplc vision which is referenced in 
(b) of Table 9-1. 

3.3.2.3 Angle of view. Check construction 
geometry to ensure that the total angle of 
view of the smoke plume, as 9een by the 
photocell, does not exceed 15*. The total angle 
of view may be calculated from: 9=2 tan- 1 
d/2L, where 0 =total angle of view; dr: the 
sum of the photocell diameter -f the diameter 
of the limiting aperture; and L—the distance 
from the photocell to the limiting aperture. 
The limiting aperture is the point In the 
path between the photocell and the smoke 
plume where the angle of view is most 
restricted. In smoke generator smoke meters 
this Is normally an orifice plate. 

3.8.2.4 Angle of projection. Check construc¬ 
tion geometry to ensure that the total angle 
of projection of the lamp on the smoke 
plume does not exceed 15°. The total angle 
of projection may be calculated from: 0=2 
tan- 1 d/2L, where 0 =total range of projection: 
d —the sum of the length of the lamp fila¬ 
ment + the diameter of the limiting aper¬ 
ture; and L—the distance from the lamp to 
the limiting aperture. 

3.32.5 Calibration error. Using neutral- 
density filters of known opacity, check the 
error between the actual response and the 
theoretical linear response of the smoke 
meter. This check is accomplished by first 
calibrating the smoke meter according to 

32.1 and then inserting a series of three 
neutral-density filters of nominal opacity of 
20, 50, and 75 percent in the smoke meter 
path length. Filters calibrated within ±2 
percent shall be used. Care should be taken 
when inserting the filters to prevent stray 
light from affecting the meter. Make a total 
of five nonconsecutive readings for each filter. 
The maximum error on any one reading 
shall be 3 percent opacity. 

3.3.2.6 Zero and span drift. Determine the 
zero and span drift by calibrating and oper¬ 
ating the smoke generator in a normal man¬ 
ner over a 1-hour period. The drift Is 
measured by checking the zero and span 
at the end of this period. 

3.3.2.7 Response time. Determine the re¬ 
sponse time by producing a series of five 
simulated 0 percent and 100 percent opacity 
values and observing the time required to 
reach stable response. Opacity values of 0 
percent and 100 percent may be simulated by 
alternately switching the power to the light 
source off and on while the smoke generator 
is not operating. 

4. References. 

4.1 Air Pollution Control District Rules and 
Regulations, Los Angeles County Air Pollu¬ 
tion Control District. Regulations IV, Pro¬ 
hibitions, Buie 50. 

4.2 Weisburd, Melvin I. Field Operations 
and Enforcement Manual for Air , U.S. En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency, Research 
Triangle Park, N.C„ APTD-1100, August 1972, 
pp. 4.1-4.36. 

4.3 Condon, E. U„ and Odlshaw, H., Hand¬ 
book of Physics, McGraw-Hill Co„ New York, 
N.Y„ 1958, Table 3.1, p. 6-62. 
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Figure 9-1 P«ge_of 

RECORD Or VISUAL DETERMINATION OF OPACITY 

COMPANY_ 

LOCATION_ 

TEST NUMBER 
DAT E 

TYPE FACILITY_ 

CONTROL DEVICE 


HOURS OF OBSERVATION_ 

OBSERVER_ 

OBSERVER CERTIFICATION DATE_ 

OBSERVER AFFILIATION_" 

POINT OF EMISSIONS_ 

HEIGHT OF DISCHARGE POINT_ 


Record the following Information prior to and upon completion of observations at each source. 
If observations are made over an extended period of time, additional recordings should be made 
as applicable. 


CLOCK TIME 


INITIAL _:_a.m. 

: P.ra. 


FINAL a.m. 

: 


ODSERVER LOCATION 

Distance to Discharge 
Direction from Discharge 
Height of Observation Point 

DACKCROUND DESCRIPTION 

WEATHER CONDITIONS 
Kind Direction 
Vind Speed 
Ambient Temperature 

SKY CONDITIONS (clear, 
overcast, Tclouds, etc.) 

FLUME DESCRIPTION 
Color 

Distance Visible 
MINUTES OF NONCOMPL lANC E 


FIGURE 9-2 OBSERVATION RECORD PAGE OF 


COMPANY OBSERVER 

LOCATION_ TYPE FACICTTy 

TEST NUMBER POINT OF EMISSION? 

DATE ' 


Hr. 

Min. 

Second 


sTeAm plume 

(check if applicable) 

COMMENTS 

0 

15 

30 

45 

Attached 

Detached 
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FIGURE 9-2 OBSERVATION RECORD PAGE _ OF _ 

(Cont.) 

COMPANY_ OBSERVER __ 

LOCATION TYPE FACILITY 

TEST NUMBER POINT OF EMISSIONS _• 

DATE _ 


Hr. 

Min. 

Second* 
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20. Appendix B is added as follows: 

Appendix B—Performance Specifications 

PERFORMANCE SPECIFICATION 1—PERFORMANCE 
SPECIFICATIONS AND SPECIFICATION TEST PRO¬ 
CEDURES FOR TRANSMISSOMETER SYSTEMS FOR 
CONTINUOUS MEASUREMENT OF THE OPACITY 
OF STACK EFFLUENTS 

1. Principle and Applicability. 

1.1 Principle. Transmissometry is a direct 
measurement of attenuation of visible radia¬ 
tion (opacity) by particulate matter In a 
stack effluent. Light from a lamp is projected 
across the stack of a pollution source to a 
light sensor. The light Is attenuated due to 
absorption and scatter by the particulate 
matter in the effluent. The percentage of light 
attenuated is defined as the opacity of the 
emission. Transparent stack emissions that 
do not attenuate light will have a transmit¬ 
tance of 100 or an opacity of 0. Opaque stack 
emissions that attenuate all of the light will 
have a transmittance of 0 or an opacity of 
100 percent. 

1.2 Applicability. This method is applicable 
to the instrument systems specified in the 
subparts for continuously monitoring the 
opacity of emissions. Specifications for con¬ 
tinuous measurement of visible emissions are 
given in terms of design, performance, and 
Installation parameters. Performance specifi¬ 
cations and test procedures are given for 
transmissometer systems to test their capa¬ 


bility before approving the systems installed 
by an affected facility. 

2. Apparatus. 

2.1 Neutral Density Filters. Filters with 
neutral spectral characteristics and known 
optical densities to visible light. One each 
low, mid, and high range filters, 5- or 6-inch 
square or 6-inch diameter, with nominal op¬ 
tical densities of 0.1, 0 J2, and 0.3 (20, 37, and 
60 percent opacity) are required. Calibrated 
filters with accuracies certified by the manu¬ 
facturer to within 3 percent shall be used. It 
is recommended that filter calibrations be 
checked with a well-collimated photopic 
transmissometer of known linearity prior to 
use. 

2.2 Chart Recorder. Analog chart recorder 
with input voltage range and performance 
characteristics compatible with the measure¬ 
ment system output. 

2.3 Opacity Measurement System. An ln- 
stack transmissometer (folded or single path) 
with the optical design specifications desig¬ 
nated below, associated control units and ap¬ 
paratus to keep optical surfaces clean. 

3. Definitions. 

3.1 Measurement System. The total equip¬ 
ment required for the continuous determi¬ 
nation of a pollutant concentration in a 
source effluent. The system consists of three 
major subsystems: 

3.1.1 Sampling Interface—That portion of 
the measurement system that performs one 
or more of the following operations: delinea¬ 


tion. acquisition, transportation, and condi¬ 
tioning of a sample of the source effluent, or 
protection of the analyzer from the effluent. 

3.1.2 Analyzer—That portion of the sys¬ 
tem which senses the pollutant and generates 
a signal output that is a function of the 
pollutant concentration. 

3.1.3 Data Recorder—That portion of the 
measurement system that processes the ana¬ 
lyzer output and provides a permanent rec¬ 
ord of the output signal in terms of pollutant 
concentration. 

3.2 Span. The value of opacity at which 
the measurement system is set to produce 
the maximum data display output. For the 
purpose of this method, the span shall be set 
at an opacity of 50 percent for a pathlength 
equal to the stack exit diameter of the source. 

3.3 Calibration Error. The difference be¬ 
tween the opacity reading indicated by the 
measurement system and the known values 
of a series of test standards. For this method 
the test standards are a series of calibrated 
neutral density filters. 

3.4 Zero Drift. The change in measurement 
system output over a stated period of time 
of normal continuous operation when the 
pollutant concentration at the time of the 
measurements is zero. 

3.6 Calibration Drift. The change in meas¬ 
urement system output over a stated period 
of time of normal continuous operation 
when the pollutant concentration at the time 
of the measurements is the same known up¬ 
scale value. 

3.6 System Response. The time Interval 
from a step change In opacity in the stack 
at the input to the measurement system to 
the time at which 95 percent of the cor¬ 
responding final value is reached as displayed 
on the measurement system data presen¬ 
tation device. 

3.7 Operational Test Period. A minimum 
period of time over which a measurement 
system is expected to operate within cer¬ 
tain performance specifications without un¬ 
scheduled maintenance, repair, or adjust¬ 
ment. 

3.8 Transmittance. The fraction of in¬ 
cident light that is transmitted through an 
optical medium of interest. 

3.9 Opacity. The fraction of incident light 
that Is attenuated by an optical medium 
of interest. Opacity (O) and transmittance 
(T) are related as follows: 

0 = 1—T 

3.10 Optical Density. A logarithmic meas¬ 
ure of the amount of light that is attenu¬ 
ated by an optical medium of interest. Op¬ 
tical density (D) is related to the trans¬ 
mittance and opacity as follows: 

D= — log,„T 
D= -log* (l-O) 

3.11 Mean Spectral Response. The wave¬ 
length which bisects the total area under 
the curve obtained pursuant to paragraph 
9.2.1. 

3.12 Angle of View. The maximum (total) 
angle of radiation that is seen by the photo¬ 
detector assembly of an optical transmis¬ 
someter. 

3.13 Angle of Projection. The maximum 
(total) angle of radiation that is projected 
by the lamp assembly of an optical trans¬ 
missometer. 

3.14 Pathlength. The depth of effluent in 
the light beam between the receiver and the 
transmitter of the single-pass transmis¬ 
someter. or the depth of effluent between the 
transceiver and reflector of a double-pass 
transmissometer. 

4. Installation Specification. 

4.1 Location. The transmissometer must 
be located across a section of duct or stock 
that will provide a particulate matter flow 
through the optical volume of the trans- 
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missometer that is representative of the par¬ 
ticulate matter now through the duct or 
stock. It is recommended that the path- 
length or depth of effluent for the transmls- 
siometer include the entire width or diam¬ 
eter of the duct or stack. Installations us¬ 
ing a shorter pathlength must use extra 
caution in determining the measurement 
location representative of the particulate 
matter flow through the duct or stack. 

4.1.1 The transmissometer location shall 
be downstream from all particulate control 
equipment. 

4.1.2 The transmi8sioner shall be located 
as far from bends and obstructions as 
practical. 

4.1.3 A transmissometer that is located In 
the duct or stack following a bend shall be 
installed in the plane defined by the bend 
where possible. 

4.1.4 The transmissometer should be in¬ 
stalled in an accessible location. 

4.1.5 When specified by the Administrator, 
the owner or operator of a source must 
demonstrate that the transmissometer is lo¬ 
cated in a section of duct or stack where a 
uniform or representative particulate matter 
distribution exists. The determination shall 
be accomplished by examining the opacity 
profile of the effluent at a series of positions 
across the duct or stack while the plant is in 
operation at full load or by other tests 
acceptable to the Administrator. 

4.2 Slotted Tube. Installations that re¬ 
quire the use of a slotted tube shall use a 
slotted tube of sufficient size and blackness 
so as not to interfere with the free flow of 
effluent through the entire optical volume of 
the transmissometer or reflect light into the 
light detector of the transmissometer. 

4.3 Recorder Output. The transmis- 
someter output shall permit expanded dis¬ 
play of the in-stack opacity on a standard 0 
to 100 percent scale. In addition, a graph 
shall be provided with the installation to 
show the relationship between the standard 
0 to 100 percent readout scale and the opacity 
of the effluent for a pathlenth equal to 
equal to the stack exit diameter. The rela¬ 
tionship for constructing the graph is: 

log(l-0 A ) = (Vl s ) log(1 — Os) 

where 1, is the stack exit diameter and 0, is 
the opacity of the effluent at the stack exit 
diameter, 1 2 is the in-stack pathlength of the 
transmissometer, and 0 2 is the measured 
opacity of the effluent within the trans- 
niissometer path. The opacity standard Is 
based on the opacity of the effluent at the 
stack exit diameter. 

5 . Optical Design Specifications. 

The optical design specifications set forth 
in Section 6.1 shall be met in order for a 
measurement system to comply with the 
requirements of this method. 

6. Determination of Conformance with 
Design Specifications. 

6.1 The opacity measurement system shall 
be demonstrated to conform to the design 
specifications set forth as follows: 

6.1.1 Peak spectral response. Response at 
any wavelength below 400 am or above 700 
nm shall be less than 10 percent of the peak 
response of the measurement system at all 
wavelengths between 400 nm and 700 nm. 

6.1.2 Mean spectral response. The mean 
spectral response of the measurement system 
shall occur between 500 nm and 600 nm. 

6.1.3 Angle of view. The total angle of view 
shall be no greater than 6 degrees. 

6.1.4 Angle of projection. The total angle 
of projection shall be no greater than 5 
degrees. 

6.2 Conformance with requirements pur¬ 
suant to Section 6.1 of this specification may 
be demonstrated by the owner or operator 
of the affected facility or by the manufacturer 


of the opacity measurement system. Where 
conformance is demonstrated by the manu¬ 
facturer. certification of this fact and a 
description of the test procedure used shall 
be provided by the manufacturer. If the 
source owner demonstrates conformance, the 
procedures used and results obtained shall 
be reported. 

6.3 The general test procedures to be fol¬ 
lowed to demonstrate conformance with Sec¬ 
tion 6 requirements are given as follows: 
(These procedures will not be applicable to 
all designs, and will require slight modifica¬ 
tion in some cases. Where instrument and 
optical design are certified by the manufac¬ 
turer to conform with the angle of view or 
angle of projection specifications, the respec¬ 
tive procedures may be omitted.) 

6.3.1 Spectral Response. Obtain spectral 
data for detector, lamp, and filter compo¬ 
nents used in the measurement system from 
their respective manufacturers. 


6.3.2 Angle of View. Set the receiver up as 
specified by the manufacturer. Draw an arc 
with radius of 3 meters. Measure the re¬ 
ceiver response to a small (less than 3 centi¬ 
meters) non-directional light source at 
5-centimeter intervals on the arc for 26 centi¬ 
meters on either side of the detector center- 
line. Repeat the test in the vertical direction. 

6.3.3 Angle of Projection. Set the projector 
up as specified by the manufacturer. Draw an 
arc with radius of 3 meters. Using a small 
photoelectric light detector (less than 3 
centimeters), measure the light intensity 
at 5-centimeter intervals on the arc for 26 
centimeters on either side of the light source 
centerline of projection. Repeat the test in 
the vertical direction. 

7. Measurement System Performance Spec- 
iflcations. 

A measurement system must meet the per¬ 
formance specifications in Table 1-1 to be 
considered acceptable under this method. 


Table 1-1 Performance Specifications 


Parameter: 

a. Calibration error- 

b. Zero drift (24 hr). 

c. Calibration drift (24 hr) 

d. Response time_ 

e. Operational period_ 


Specifications 
=^10% of test filter value*. 
—10% of emission standard*. 
^10% of emission standard*. 
10 seconds (maximum). 

168 hour. 


• Expressed as sum of absolute mean value plus 05 percent confidence interval of a series 
of tests. 


8. Performance Specification Test Proce¬ 
dures. The following test procedures shall be 
used to determine conformance with the 
requirements of paragraph 7: 

8.1 Calibration Error and Response Time 
Test. Set up and calibrate the measurement 
system as specified by the manufacturer’s 
written instructions prior to installation on 
the stack using the Instrument’s maximum 
pathlength or a 3-meter pathlength, which¬ 
ever is less. Span the instrument for 0 to 60 
percent opacity. 

8.1.1 Calibration Error Test—Insert a 
series of neutral density filter standards in 
the transmissometer path at the midpoint. 
A minimum of three neutral-density filters 
with nominal opacities of 20, 37, and 50 per¬ 
cent (low, mid, and high range) calibrated 
within 3 percent must be used. Make a total 
of five non-consecutive readings for each 
filter. Record the measurement system out¬ 
put readings in percent opacity. (See Figure 
1 - 1 .) 

8.1.2 System Response Test—Insert the 50 
percent filter in the transmissometer path 
five times and record the time required for 
the system to respond to 95 percent of final 
zero and span values. (See Figure 1-2.) 

8.2 Field Test for Zero Drift and Calibra¬ 
tion Drift—Install on the stack and operate 
the measurement system in accordance with 
the manufacturer’s written instructions 
and drawings as follows: 

8.2.1 Conditioning Period—Offset the zero 
setting at least 10 percent of span so that 
negative zero drift can be quantified. 
Operate the system for an initial 168-hour 
conditioning period in a normal operational 
manner. 

8.2.2 Operational Test Period—Operate the 
system for an additional 168-hour period. 
The system shall monitor the source 
effluent at all times except when being 
zeroed or calibrated. At 24-hour intervals 
the zero and span shall be checked accord¬ 
ing to the applicable manufacturer’s written 
procedures. These procedures may vary from 
manufacturer to manufacturer, but shall in¬ 
clude a procedure for producing a simulated 
zero opacity condition, and a simulated up¬ 
scale (span) opacity condition as viewed by 


the receiver. The span value used for this 
test shall not be less than 1.5 times the 
emission standard. After the zero and span 
check, clean all optical surfaces open to the 
effluent, realign optics, and make any neces¬ 
sary adjustments to the calibration of the 
system. These zero and calibration correc¬ 
tions and adjustments are allowed only at 
24-hour intervals or at such shorter intervals 
as manufacturer's written Instructions 
specify. Automatic corrections made by the 
measurement system without operator 
intervention are allowable at any time. Dur¬ 
ing this 168-hour operational test period, 
record the following at 24-hour intervals: 
(a) the zero reading and span readings after 
the system is calibrated (these readings 
should be set at the same value at the begin¬ 
ning of each 24-hour period); (b) the zero 
reading after each 24 hours of operation, 
but before cleaning and adjustment; and 
(c) the span reading after cleaning and zero 
adjustment, but before span adjustment. 
(See Figure 1-3.) 

9. Calculation , Data Analysis , and Report¬ 
ing . 

9.1 Procedure for Determination of Mean 
Values and Confidence Intervals. 

9.1.1 The mean value of the data set Is 
calculated according to equation l-l. 


1 n 
n 


Equation 1-1 


where: 

x, = individual values, 

2=sum of the individual values, 
x=mean value, and 
n =number of data points. 

9.1.2 The 95 percent confidence Interval 
(two-sided) is calculated according to equa¬ 
tion 1-2. 


C./.„-(£*<)» 

nvn—1 

Equation 1-2 
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where: 

2X«=sum of all data points, 

.975^ti—a/2, and 

C./.»=95 percent confidence interval esti¬ 
mate of the average mean value. 


Values fob # .975 

n *.975 

2 .12.706 

3 --- 4. 303 

4 -.. 3. 182 

5 .. 2. 778 

6 .. 2.671 

8 :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 2. 365 

9 __ 2. 306 

10 ..-.- 2. 262 

11 .- 2.228 

12 .. 2.201 

13 . 2. 179 

14 -. 2. 160 

15 .... 2. 145 

16 .- 2. 131 


The values In this table are already corrected 
for n-1 degrees of freedom. Use n equal to 
the number of samples as data points. 

9.2 Data Analysis and Reporting. 

9.2.1 Spectral Response—Combine the 
spectral data obtained In accordance with 
paragraph 6.3.1 to develop the effective spec¬ 
tral response curve of the transmissometer. 
Report the wavelength at which the peak re¬ 
sponse occurs, and the wavelength at which 
the mean response occurs in accordance with 
the reporting requirements of paragraph 6.2. 

9.2.2 Angle of View—Using the data ob¬ 
tained in accordance with paragraph 6.3.2, 
calculate the response of the receiver as a 
function of viewing angle in the horizontal 
and vertical directions (26 centimeters of arc 
with a radius of 3 meters equal 5 degrees). 
Report relative angle of view curves as re¬ 
quired paragraph 6.2. 


9.2.3 Angie of Projection—Using the data 
obtained in accordance with paragraph 6.3.3, 
calculate the response of the photoelectric 
detector as a function of projection angle in 
the horizontal and vertical directions. Report 
relative angle of projection curves as required 
in paragraph 6.2. 

9.2.4 Calibration Error—Using the data 
from paragraph 8.1 (Figure 1-1), subtract the 
known filter opacity value from the value 
shown by the measurement system for each 
of the 15 readings. Calculate the mean of 
the five difference values at each test filter 
value and the 95 percent confidence interval 
according to equations 1-1 and 1-2. Report 
the sum of the absolute mean value and the 
95 percent confidence interval as a percent¬ 
age of the test filter value. 

9.2.5 Zero Drift—Using the zero concen¬ 
tration values measured every 24 hours dur¬ 
ing the field test (paragraph 8.2), calculate 
the differences between the zero point after 
cleaning, aligning, and adjustment, and the 
zero value 24 hours later Just prior to clean¬ 
ing, aligning and adjustment. Calculate the 
mean value of these points and the confidence 
intervals using equations 1-1 and 1-2. Re¬ 
port the sum of the absolute mean value and 
the 95 percent confidence interval as a per¬ 
centage of the emission standard. 

9.2.6 Calibration Drift—Using the span 
value measured every 24 hours during the 
field test, calculate the differences between 
the span value after cleaning, aligning, and 
adjustment of zero and span, and the span 
value 24 hours later Just after cleaning, 
aligning, and adjustment of zero and before 
adjustment of span. Calculate the mean value 
of these points and the confidence interval 
using equations 1-1 and 1-2. Report the sum 
of the absolute mean value and the confi¬ 
dence interval as a percentage of the emis¬ 
sion standard. 


9.2.7 Response Time—Using the data from 
paragraph 8.1, calculate the time interval 
from filter insertion to 95 percent of the 
final stable value for all upscale and down- 
scale traverses. Report the mean of the 10 
upscale and downscale test times. 

9.2.8 Operational Test Period—During the 
168-hour operational test period, the meas¬ 
urement system shall not require any cor¬ 
rective maintenance, repair, replacement, or 
adjustment other than that clearly specified 
as required in the manufacturer’s operation 
and maintenance manuals as routine and 
expected during a 1-week period. If the meas¬ 
urement system operated within the specified 
performance parameters and did not require 
corrective maintenance, repair, replacement, 
or adjustment other than as specified above 
during the 168-hour test period, the opera¬ 
tional test period will be successfully con¬ 
cluded. Failure of the measurement system 
to meet this requirement shall call for a 
repetition of the 168-hour test period. Por¬ 
tions of the tests which were satisfactorily 
completed need not be repeated. Failure to 
meet any performance specification(s) shall 
call for a repetition of the 1-week operational 
test period and that specific portion of the 
tests required by paragraph 7 related to dem¬ 
onstrating compliance with the failed speci¬ 
fication. All maintenance and adjustments 
required shall be recorded. Output readings 
shall be recorded before and after all adjust¬ 
ments. 

10. References. 

10.1 Experimental Statistics, Department 
of Commerce, National Bureau of Standards 
Handbook 91, 1963, p. 3-31, paragraphs 3- 
3.1.4. 

10.2 Performance Specifications for Station¬ 
ary-Source Monitoring Systems for Gases and 
Visible Etnissions, Environmental Protection 
Agency, Research Triangle Park, N.C., EPA- 
650/2-74-013, January 1974. 
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Calibrated Neutral Density Filter Data 
(See paragraph 8.1.1) 

Low Range _ % opacity Mid Range _ % opacity High Range _ % opacity 




Calibrated Filter 
Run # Opacity 1 

Analyzer Reading 
% Opacity 

2 

Differences 
% Opacity 

1 



2 



3 



4 



5 



6 



7 



8 



9 

10 

11 

12 

13 



14 



15 


. 

Mean difference 

Low 

Mid High 

Confidence Interval 

+ 

± ± 

3 

r.wk-.i.j_ Mean Difference + C.I. , 

Calibrated error - r.'wk.u-j cm_ + TOO 


:u i met vaiuc - 


Low, mid or high 

2 

Calibration filter opacity - 
^Absolute value 

analyzer reading 



Figure 1-1. Calibration Error Test 
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Date of Test 

Span Filter 


% Opacify 

Analyzer Span Setting 

% Opacity 


1 

seconds 

Upscale 

2 

seconds 

3 

seconds 


1 

seconds 

Downscale 

2 

seconds 


3 

seconds 


Average response__seconds 


Figure 1-2. Response Time Test 


Zero Setting_(See paragraph 8,2.1) 

Span Setting _ 

Date Zero Reading Span Reading Calibration 

end (Before cleaning Zero Drift (After cleaning and zero adjustment Drift 

Time and adjustment) (aZero) but before span adjustment) (aSpan) 


Zero Drift • [Mean Zero Drift*_+ Cl (Zero)_ 

t Emission Standard] x 100 - . 

Calibration Drift » [Mean Span Drift*_.♦ Cl (Span) , 

♦ Emission Standard) x 100 *_• 

Absolute value 

Figure 1-3. Zero and Calibration Drift Test 


PERFORMANCE SPECIFICATION 2-PERFORMANCE 

SPECIFICATIONS AND SPECIFICATION TEST PRO¬ 
CEDURES FOR MONITORS OF SO* AND NO, FROM 
STATIONARY SOURCES 

1. Principle and Applicability. 

1.1 Principle. Oases are continuously sam¬ 
pled In the stack emissions and analyzed for 
either sulfur dioxide or oxides of nitrogen 
by a continuously operating emission meas¬ 
urement system. Sampling may include either 
the extractive or non-extractive (In situ) ap¬ 
proach. 

1.2 Applicability. This method Is appli¬ 
cable to the instrument systems specified by 


subparts for continuously monitoring oxides 
of nitrogen and sulfur dioxide emissions. 
Specifications for continuous measurement of 
nitrogen oxides or sulfur dioxide are given 
in terms of performance specifications. Test 
procedures are given to determine the capa¬ 
bility of the measurement systems to conform 
to the performance specifications prior to 
approving the systems installed by an affected 
facility. 

X Apparatus. 

2.1 Calibration Gas Mixture. Mixture of a 
known concentration of pollutant gas In 
oxygen-free nitrogen. Nominal concentrations 


of 50 percent and 90 percent of span are 
recommended. The 90 percent gas mixture is 
to be used to set and to check the spaa and 
is referred to as the span gas. The gas mix¬ 
tures shall be analyzed by the applicable 
reference method (See 6.1.1) within 2 weeks 
prior to use, or demonstrated to be accurate 
and stable by an alternate method subject 
to approval of the Administrator. 

2.2 Zero Gas. A gas containing less than 1 
ppm of the pollutant gas. 

2.3 Equipment for measurement of the 
pollutant gas concentration using the ref¬ 
erence method specified in the applicable 
standard. 

2.4 Chart Recorder. Analog chart recorder, 
input voltage range compatible with analyzer 
system output. 

2.5 Continuous measurement system for 
SO fl or NO* pollutants as applicable. 

3. Definitions. 

3.1 Measurement System. The total equip¬ 
ment required for the determination of a 
pollutant gas concentration in a given source 
effluent. The system consists of three major 
subsystems: 

3.1.1 Sampling Interface—That portion of 
the measurement system that performs one 
or more of the following operations: delinea¬ 
tion, acquisition, transportation, and con¬ 
ditioning of a sample of the source effluent 
or protection of the analyzer from the hostile 
aspects of the sample or source environment. 

3.1.2 Analyzer—That portion of the meas¬ 
urement system which senses the pollutant 
gtas and generates a signal output that is a 
function of the pollutant concentration. 

3.1.3 Data Recorder—That portion of the 
measurement system that provides a per¬ 
manent record of the output signal in terms 
of concentration units. 

3.2 Span. The value of pollutant concen¬ 
tration at which the measurement system is 
set to produce the maximum data display 
output. For the purposes of this method, 
the span shall be set at a sulfur dioxide or 
nitrogen dioxide concentration equivalent to 

1.5 times the relevant emission standard. 

3.3 Accuracy (Relative). The degree of cor¬ 
rectness with which the measurement system 
yields the value of gas concentration of a 
sample relative to the value given by a de¬ 
fined reference method. This accuracy is ex¬ 
pressed in terms of error, which is the dif¬ 
ference between the paired concentration 
measurements expressed as a percentage of 
the mean reference value. 

3.4 Calibration Error. The difference be¬ 
tween the pollutant concentration indicated 
by the measurement system and the known 
concentration of the test gas mixture. 

3.5 Zero Drift. The change in measurement 
system output over a stated period of time of 
normal continuous operation when the pol¬ 
lutant concentration at the time for the 
measurements is zero. 

3.6 Calibration Drift. The change in meas¬ 
urement system output over a stated period 
time of normal continuous operation when 
the pollutant concentration at the time of 
the measurements is the same known upscale 
value. 

3.7. Response Time. The time Interval from 
a step change in pollutant concentration at 
the input to the measurement system to the 
time at which 95 percent of the correspond¬ 
ing final value Is reached as displayed on the 
measurement system data presentation de¬ 
vice. 

3.8 Operational Period. A minimum period 
of time over which a measurement system 
is expected to operate within certain per¬ 
formance specifications without unscheduled 
maintenance, repair or adjustment. 

4. Measurement System Performance 
Specifications. 

A measurement system must meet the per¬ 
formance specifications in Table 2-1 to be 
considered acceptable under this method. 
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Table 2-1.— Performance Specifications 


Parameter 

1. Accuracy* __ 

2. Calibration error*-- 

3. Zero drift (2 hours) •_ 

4. Zero drift (24-hour) •__ 

5. Calibration drift (2 hours)*__ 

6. Calibration drift (24-hour) •_ 

7. Response time_„_.... 

B. Operational period____ 

•Expressed as sum of absolute mean value 
of tests. 


Specification % 

^20% of reference mean value. 

—5% of each (50%, 90%) calibration gas 
mixture value. 

^2% of emission standard. 

—4% of emission standard. 

^2% of emission standard. 

2^5% of emission standard. 

15 minutes maximum. 

168 hours minimum. 

plus 95 percent confidence interval of a series 


5. Performance Specification Test Pro¬ 
cedures. The following test procedures shall 
be used to determine conformance with the 
requirements of paragraph 4: 

5.1 Calibration test. 

5.1.1 Analyze each calibration gas mixture 
(50%. 90%) using reference methods 6 for 
sulfur dioxide and 7 for oxides of nitrogen, 
and record the results on the example sheet 
shown in Figure 2-1. This step may be omit¬ 
ted for non-extractive monitors where dy¬ 
namic calibration gas mixtures are not used 
(See 5.1.2). 

5.1.2 Set up and calibrate the complete 
measurement system according to the man¬ 
ufacturer's written instructions. This may 
be accomplished either in the laboratory or 
in the field. Make a series of five non-consec- 
utive readings with span gas mixtures alter¬ 
nately at each concentration (e.g., 60%, 90%, 
50%, 90%, 60%, etc.). For non-extractive 
measurement systems, this test may be per¬ 
formed using procedures and two or more 
calibration gas concentrations differing by 
a factor of two or more, certified by the man¬ 
ufacturer. Convert the measurement system 
output readings to ppm and record the re¬ 
sults on the example sheet shown in Figure 
2 - 2 . 

5.2 Field Test for Accuracy (Relative), Zero 
Drift, Calibration, and Drift—Install and op¬ 
erate the measurement system in accordance 
with the manufacturer’s written instructions 
and drawings as follows: 

5.2.1 Conditioning Period—Offset the zero 
setting at least 10 percent of span so that 
negative zero drift can be quantified. Operate 
the system for an initial 168-hour condition¬ 
ing period in a normal operational manner. 

5.2.2 Operational Test Period—Operate 
the system for an additional 168-hour 
period. The system shall monitor the source 
effluent at all times except when being 
zeroed, calibrated, or backpurged. For meas¬ 
urement systems employing extractive 
sampling, it is recommended that the meas¬ 
urement system and the probe tips be 
placed adjacent to each other in the duct. 
Record the reference methods test data and 
measurement system concentrations on the 
example data sheet shown in Figure 2-3 for 
the tests given as follows: 

5.2.2.1 NO x Monitoring Systems. Make 
twenty seven NO x concentration measure¬ 
ments using the applicable reference 
method. No more than three measurements 
shall be performed in any one hour, and 
any set of three measurements shall be 
performed concurrently or within a 3- 
mlnute interval and the results averaged. 

5.2.2.2 SO, Monitoring Systems. Make 
nine SO, concentration measurements using 
the applicable reference method. No more 
than one measurement shall be performed 
in any one hour. 

5.2.3 Field Test for Zero Drift and Cali¬ 
bration Drift. Determine the values given by 
zero and span gas pollutant concentrations 
at 2-hour intervals until 16 sets of data are 
obtained. Alternatively, for non-extractive 
measurement systems, determine the values 


given by an electrically or mechanically pro¬ 
duced zero condition and by inserting a 
certified calibration gas concentration 
equivalent to not less than 300 ppm into the 
measurement system. Record these readings 
on the example sheet shown in Figure 2-4. 
These 2-hour periods need not be consecu¬ 
tive but may not overlap. The zero and span 
determinations to be made under this para¬ 
graph may be made concurrent with the 
tests under 5.2.2. Zero and calibration cor¬ 
rections and adjustments are allowed only 
at 24-hour intervals or at such shorter in¬ 
tervals as the manufacturer’s written In¬ 
structions specify. Automatic corrections 
made by the measurement system without 
operator intervention or initiation are al¬ 
lowable at any time. During the entire 168- 
hour operational test period, record the 
values given by zero and span gas pollutant 
concentrations before and after adjustment 
at 24-hour intervals in the example sheet 
shown in Figure 2-5. 

5.3 Field Test for Response Time. 

5.31 This test shall be accomplished using 
the entire measurement system as Installed, 
including sample transport lines if used. 
Flow rates, line diameters, pumping rates, 
pressures (do not allow the pressurized cali¬ 
bration gas to change the normal operating 
pressure in the sample line), etc., shall be 
at the nominal values for normal operation 
as specified in the manufacturer’s written 
instructions. If the analyzer is used to 
sample more than one pollutant source 
(stack), this test shall be repeated for each 
Rampling point. 

5.3.2 Introduce zero gas into the measure¬ 
ment system sampling Interface or as close 
to the sampling Interface as possible. When 
the system output reading has stabilized, 
switch quickly to a known concentration of 
pollutant gas at 70 to 90 percent of span. 
Record the time from concentration switch¬ 
ing to final stable response. After the sys¬ 
tem response has stabilized at the upper 
level, switch quickly to a zero concentration 
of pollutant gas. Record the time from con¬ 
centration switching to final stable response. 
Alternatively, for nonextractive monitors, 
the highest available calibration gas con¬ 
centration shall be switched into and out 
of the sample path and response times 
recorded. Perform this test sequence three 
(3) times. For each test record the results 
on the example sheet shown in Figure 2-6. 

6. Calculations , Data Analysis and Report¬ 
ing. 

6.1 Procedure tor determination of mean 
values and confidence intervals. 

6.1.1 The mean value of a data set is cal¬ 
culated according to equation 2-1. 


1 n 

5 -= £*< 


Equation 2-1 


where: 

x, = Individual values, 

2 = sum of the individual values, 
x=mean value, and 
n=number of data points. 


6.1.2 The 95 percent confidence interval 
(two sided) is calculated according to equa¬ 
tion 2-2. 





Equation 2-2 

where: 

2X« = sum of all data points, 

*.975= *1 — a/2, and 

0.1.*= 95 percent confidence interval esti¬ 
mate of the average mean value. 


n 

a 

3 

4 

5 

6 
7 
9 
9 

10 

11 

12 

18 

14 

15 

16 


Values for '.975 

*.975 

.-.12.706 

.-.. 4.303 

- 3.182 

. 2.776 

. 2.571 

. 2.447 

.- 2.365 

. 2.306 

. 2.262 

. 2.228 

.. 2.201 

. 2.179 

.. 2.160 

_ 2.146 

.-. 2.131 


The values In this table are already cor¬ 
rected for n -1 degrees of freedom. Use n equal 
to the number of samples as data points. 

6.2 Data Analysis and Reporting. 

6.2.1 Accuracy (Relative) For each of the 
nine reference method testing periods, de¬ 
termine the average pollutant concentration 
reported by the continuous measurement 
system. These average concentrations shall be 
determined from the measurement system 
data recorded under 6.2.2 by integrating the 
pollutant concentrations over each of the 
time Intervals concurrent with each refer¬ 
ence method test, then dividing by the 
cumulative time of each applicable reference 
method testing period. Before proceeding to 
the next step, determine the bases (wet or 
dry) of the measurement system data and 
reference method test data concentrations. 
If the bases are not consistent, then a mois¬ 
ture correction shall be applied to either the 
reference method concentrations or the 
measurement system concentrations as is 
appropriate. The correction factor shall be 
determined by moisture tests concurrent 
with the reference method testing periods. 
The moisture test method and the correc¬ 
tion procedure employed shall be reported. 
For each of the nine test runs, subtract the 
respective reference method test concentra¬ 
tions (use average of each set of 3 measure¬ 
ments for NO x ) from the continuous moni¬ 
toring system average concentrations. Using 
these data, compute the mean difference and 
the 95 percent confidence interval using 
equations 2-1 and 2-2. Accuracy is reported 
as the sum of the absolute value of the mean 
difference and the 95 percent confidence in¬ 
terval expressed as a percentage of the mean 
reference method value. Use the example 
sheet shown in Figure 2-3. 

0.2.2 Calibration Error—Using the data 
from paragraph 6.1, subtract the measured 
pollutant concentration determined under 
paragraph 6.1.1 (Figure 2-1) from the value 
shown by the measurement system for each 
of the 6 readings at each concentration meas¬ 
ured under 6.1.2 (Figure 2-2). Calculate the 
mean of these difference values and the 95 
percent confidence intervals according to 
equations 2-1 and 2-2. The calibration error 
is reported as the sum of the absolute value 
of the mean difference and the 95 percent 
confidence interval as a percentage of each 
respective calibration gas concentration. Use 
example sheet shown in Figure 2-2. 

6.2.3 Zero Drift (2-hour)—Using the zero 
concentration values measured each 2 hours 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 177—WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 11, 1974 































32866 


PROPOSED RULES 


during the field test, calculate the differences 
between consecutive 2-hour readings express¬ 
ed in ppm* Calculate the mean difference 
and the confidence Interval using equations 
2-1 and 2-2. Report the zero drift as the 
sum of the absolute mean value and the 
confidence Interval as a percentage of the 
emission standard. Use example sheet shown 
in Figure 2-4. 

6.2.4 Zero Drift (24-hour)—Using the zero 
concentration values measured every 24 
hours during the field test, calculate the dif¬ 
ferences between the zero point after zero 
adjustment and the zero value 24 hours later 
Just prior to zero adjustment. Calculate the 
mean value of these points and the confi¬ 
dence interval using equations 2-1 and 2-2. 
Report the zero drift (the sum of the abso¬ 
lute mean and confidence interval) as a per¬ 
centage of the emission standard. Use exam¬ 
ple sheet shown In Figure 2-5. 

6.2.5 Calibration Drift (2-hour)—Using 
the calibration values obtained at 2-hour in¬ 
tervals during the field test, calculate the 
differences between consecutive 2-hour read¬ 
ings expressed as ppm. These values should 
be corrected for the corresponding zero drift 
during that 2-hour period. Calculate the 
mean and confidence interval of these cor¬ 
rected difference values using equations 2-1 
and 2-2. Do not use the differences between 
non-consecutlve readings. Report the cali¬ 
bration drift as the sum of the absolute mean 
and confidence interval as a percentage of 
the emission standard. Use the example sheet 
shown in Figure 2-4. 

6.2.6 Calibration Drift (24-hour)—Using 
the calibration values measured every 24 
hours during the field test, calculate the 
differences between the calibration concen¬ 
tration reading after zero and calibration ad¬ 
justment and the calibration concentration 
reading 24 hours later after zero adjustment 
but before calibration adjustment. Calculate 
the mean value of these differences and the 
confidence interval using equations 2-1 and 
2-2. Report the sum of the absolute mean 
and confidence interval as a percentage of 
the emission standard. Use the example sheet 
shown In Figure 2-5. 

6.2.7 Response Time—Using the charts 
from paragraph 5.3, calculate the time Inter¬ 
val from concentration switching to 95 per¬ 
cent to the final stable value for all upscale 
and downscale tests. Report the mean of the 
three upscale test times and the mean of 
the three downscale test times. The two av¬ 
erage times should not differ by more than 
15 percent of the slower time. Report the 
slower time as the system response time. 


Use the example sheet shown in Figure 2-6. 

6.2.8 Operational Test Period—During the 
168-hour performance and operational test 
period, the measurement system shall not 
require any corrective maintenance or repair 
or replacement or adjustment other than 
that clearly specified as required in the op¬ 
eration and maintenance manuals as routine 
and expected during a 1-week period. If the 
measurement system operates within the 
specified performance parameters and does 
not require corrective maintenance, repair, 
replacement or adjustment other than as 
specified above during the 168-hour test pe¬ 
riod, the operational period will be success¬ 
fully concluded. Failure of the measurement 
to meet this requirement shall call for a 
repetition of the 168-hour test period. Por¬ 
tions of the test which were satisfactorily 
completed need not be repeated. Failure to 
meet any performance specifications shall 
call for a repetition of the 1-week perform¬ 
ance test period and that portion of the 
testing which is related to the failed speci¬ 


fication. All maintenance and adjustments 
required shall be recorded. Output readings 
shall be recorded before and after all adjust¬ 
ments. 

7. References . 

7.1 Monitoring Instrumentation for the 
Measurement of Sulfur Dioxide in Station¬ 
ary Source Emissions, Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency, Research Triangle Park, N.C., 
February 1973. 

7.2. Instrumentation for the Determina¬ 
tion of Nitrogen Oxides Content of Station¬ 
ary Source Emissions, Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency. Research Triangle Park, N.C., 
Volume 1, APTD-0847, October 1971; Volume 
2, APTD-0942, January 1972. 

7.3 Experimental Statistics, Department of 
Commerce, Handbook 91, 1963, p. 3-31, par¬ 
agraphs 3-3.1.4. 

7.4 Performance Specifications for Station¬ 
ary-Source Monitoring Systems lor Gases 
and Visible Emissions, Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency. Research Triangle Park, N.C. 
EPA-650/2-74-013. January 1974. 


Reference Method Used 

Date Mi d-Range - Calibrate on Gas 'Mixture 


Sample 1_ppm 

Sample 2_ppm 

Sample 3_ppm 

Average _ppm 

High-Range (span) calibration Gas Mixture 

Sanple 1_ppm 

Sample 2_ppm 

Sample 3_ppm 

Average p pm 


Figure 2-1. Analysts of Calibration Gas Mixtures 
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Calibration Gas Mixture Data- (From Figure 2-1) 
Mid C5iW) p pm High- (51)5!)_ppm 


Calibration Gas Measurement-System- T • 

• R<m # _ concentration _ Read)no; ppm, _ Differentes'ppifi 

j 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 


10 


> 

.Mean difference. 


Mid High 


Confidence interval 
Calibration efror • 


-Mean-Difference 2 + c.i. , 100 
Average Calibration Gas Concentration A ,v 



Calibration gas concentration - measurement system reading 
2 Absolute value 



* 

Figure 2-2. Calibration Error Determination 


an? 

Time 

T 5“ 

Analyzer 

Reference Method Samples ++* l-Hour # 
Sample 1 Sample 2 Sample 3 Average Average 
(now) (DDm) (ddw) (odbi) (ddw) 

"fir* 

1 


.2 




3 



« . . 

5 

6 

7 


8 




9 



Mean difference ■ 

PPW. 



95* Confidence Interval • ♦_ppm. 

Mean Reference method value ■_ppo. 

- u ■ Kean difference (absolute value! + 95* confidence Interval x 109 * . 

Accuracy L Mean reference method value 

^Explain method used to determine average. 

**otfference • tha 1-hour average minus the reference method average. 

***N0 X only. 

Figure 2-3. Accuracy Determination 
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Cite 


Data Jtr o 

Time Set Zero Drift Span 

Bogin End No* Ridding (aZero) Reading (&Span) 


Calibration 

Orlft 

(a Span -a Zero) 


T 

T 

T 

T 

T 

T 

T 


T 


t r 

IT 

TT 

IT 


TTT 


Zero Drift ■ I Mean Zero brlft* + Cl (Zero) 

Calibration Drift ■ [Mean Span Drift* ♦ Cl (Span) 4 

♦Absolute Value, 


Emission Standard] x TW «" 

Emission Standard] x 100 ■ 


Figure 2-4. Zero and Calibration Drift (Z-Hourj 


Date Zero ' Span Calibration 

and Zero Drift Reading Drift 

Time Reading (AZerp) (After zero adjustment) (ASpan) 



Zero Drift * [Mean Zero Drift* + Cl (Zero) _ 

Emission StandardJ x 100 «_. 

Calibration Drift = [Mean Span Drift* + Cl (Span 

Emission StandardJ x 100 = _ 


♦Absolute value 


Figure 2-5. Zero and Calibration Drift (24-Hour) 
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Date of Test _ 

Span Gas Concentration_ppm 

Analyzer Span Setting _ppm 

1 __seconds 

Upscale 2_seconds 

3_seconds 

Average upscale response_seconds 

1_seconds 

Downscale 2_seconds 

3_seconds 

Average downscale response_seconds 

System response time * slower time *_seconds. 

t deviation from slowest time = average upscale minus average downscale x 100% 

slower time 

Figure 2-6. Response Time 


PERFORMANCE SPECIFICATION 3—PERFORMANCE 

SPECIFICATIONS AND SPECIFICATION TEST PRO¬ 
CEDURES FOR MONITORS OF OXYGEN FROM 

STATIONARY SOURCES 

1. Principle and Applicability. 

1.1 Principle. Gases are continuously sam¬ 
pled In the stack. Emissions are analyzed for 
oxygen by a continuously operating measure¬ 
ment system. 

1.2 Applicability. This method Is appli¬ 
cable to the instrument systems specified 
by subparts for continuously monitoring 
oxygen. Specifications are given in terms of 
performance. Test procedures are given to 
determine the capability of the measurement 
system to conform to the performance spec¬ 
ifications prior to approving the systems in¬ 
stalled by an affected facility. Sampling may 
include either the extractive or non-extrac¬ 
tive (in situ) approach. 

2. Apparatus. 

2.1 Calibration Gas Mixtures. Mixture of 
known concentrations of oxygen In nitrogen. 


Nominal oxygen concentrations of 50 percent 
and 90 percent of the instrument span set¬ 
ting are required. The 90 percent gas mixture 
Is to be used to set and to check the instru¬ 
ment span and Is referred to as span gas. If 
the instrument span setting Is higher than 
21 percent O* (consistent with paragraph 
3.2). ambient air may be used in place of the 
90 percent calibration gas mixture. 

2.2 Zero Gas. A gas containing less than 10 
ppm of oxygen. 

2.3 Chart Recorded. Analog chart re¬ 
corder. Input voltage range compatible with 
analyzer system output, full scale (per travel) 
in 2 seconds or less. 

2.4 Continuous Measurement System for 
Oxygen. 

3. Definitions. 

3.1 Measurement System. The total equip¬ 
ment required for the determination of oxy¬ 
gen in a given source effluent. The system 
consists of throe major subsystems: 


3.1.1 Sampling Interface—That portion of 
the measurement system that performs ono 
or more of the following operations: delinea¬ 
tion, acquisition, transportation, and con¬ 
ditioning of a sample of the source effluent 
or protection of the analyzer from the hostile 
aspects of the sample or source environment. 

3.1.2 Analyzer—That portion of the mea¬ 
surement system which senses the pollutant 
gas and generates a signal output that is a 
function of the pollutant concentration. 

3.1.3 Data Recorder—That portion of the 
measurement system that provides a per¬ 
manent record of the output signal in terms 
of concentration units. 

3.2 Span. The value of pollutant concen¬ 
tration at which the measurement system Is 
set to produce the maximum data display 
output. For the purposes of this method, the 
span shall be set approximately 1.5 to 2 times 
the normal oxygen concentration in the stack 
gas at the affected facility. 

3.3 Zero Drift. The change in measurement 
system output over a stated period of time 
of normal continuous operation when the 
oxygen concentration at the time for the 
measurements is zero. 

3.4 Calibration Drift. The change in mea¬ 
surement system output over a stated period 
time of normal continuous operation when 
the oxygen concentration at the time of the 
measurements Is span gas. 

3.5 Operational Test Period. A minimum 
period of time over which a measurement sys¬ 
tem is expected to operate within certain 
performance specifications without unsched¬ 
uled maintenance, repair, or adjustment. 

4. Measurement System Performance Spec - 
ifleat ions 

A measurement system must meet the per¬ 
formance specifications in Table 3-1 to be 
considered acceptable under this method. 

5. Performance Specification Test Proce¬ 
dures. The following test procedures shall be 
used to determine conformance with the 
requirements of paragraph 4: 

5.1 Calibration Check. Establish a calibra¬ 
tion curve for the measurement system using 
zero, mid-scale gas (50%), and span gas 
mixtures. Verify that the resultant curve of 
Instrument reading vs calibration gas value 
Is consistent with the expected response 
curve as described by the Instrument manu¬ 
facturer. If the expected response curve is 
not produced, additional calibration gas 
measurements shall be made, or additional 
steps -undertaken to verify the accuracy of 
the response curve of the analyzer. 

5.2 Field Test for Zero Drift and Calibra¬ 
tion Drift. Install and operate the measure¬ 
ment system in accordance with the manu¬ 
facturer’s written Instructions and drawings 
as follows: 
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Table 3-1.—Performance Specifications 


Parameter Specification 

1. Zero drift (2 hours) •.^1% of span. 

2. Zero drift (24-hour) •.. ^2% of span. 

3. Calibration drift (2 hours)*_ — 1% of span. 

4. Calibration drift (24-hour)*_- —2% of span. 

5. Operational period _ _ ^ _168 hours minimum. 


•Expressed as sum of absolute mean value plus 96 percent confidence interval of a series 
of tests. 


5.2.1 Conditioning Period. Offset the zero 
setting at least 10 percent of span so that 
negative zero drift may be quantified. Oper¬ 
ate the system for an initial 168-hour con¬ 
ditioning period In a normal operational 
manner. 

5.2.2 Operational Test Period. Operate the 
system for an additional 168-hour period. 
The system shall monitor the source effluent 
at all times except when being zeroed, cali¬ 
brated, or backpurged. 

6.2.3 Field Test for Zero Drift and Calibra¬ 
tion Drift. Determine the values given by 
zero and span gas concentrations at 2 -hour 
intervals until 15 sets of data are obtained. 
Alternatively, for non-extractive measure¬ 
ment systems, determine the values given by 
an electrically or mechanically produced 
zero condition by inserting a certified cali¬ 
bration gas concentration equivalent to not 
less than 10 percent 0 3 into the measurement 
system. Record these" readings on the ex¬ 
ample sheet shown in Figure 3-1. These 2- 
hour periods need not be consecutive but 
may not overlap. Zero and calibration cor¬ 
rections and adjustments are allowed only 
at 24-hour Intervals or at such shorter inter¬ 
vals as the manufacturer’s written instruc¬ 
tions specify. Automatic corrections made by 
the measurement system without operator 
intervention or initiation are allowable at 
any time. During the entire 168-hour test 
period, record the values given by zero and 
span gas concentrations before and after 
adjustment at 24-hour intervals in the ex¬ 
ample sheet showh in Figure 3-2. 

6 . Calculations, Data Analysis and Report¬ 
ing. 

6.1 Procedure for determination of’ mean 
values and confidence Intervals. 

6.1.1 The mean value of a data set Is cal¬ 
culated according to equation 3-1. 


i n 

x— 

n i=»i Equation 

where: 

Xj = individual values, 

2 =sum of the individual values, 


3-1 


x =mean value, and 
n = number of data points. 


6.1.2 The 96 percent confidence interval 
(two sided) is calculated according to equa¬ 
tion 3-2. 


C./.m—^5= V»< £*«-(£*.)* 

nvn— 1 

Equation 3-2 

where: 

ZX=sum of all data points, 
t w =t,—a/ 2 , and 

C.L m =95 percent confidence interval esti¬ 
mate of the average mean value. 

Values for t m 


n 

2 12.706 

3 4.303 

4 . 3.182 

5 _ ... 2.776 

6 II .-. 2.571 

7 ...- 2.447 

8 I ... 2.365 

9 2.306 

10 ... 2.262 

11 . ..... 2.228 

12 . 2.201 

' 3 . 2.179 

14 .— 2.160 

16 -IIII .-. 2.145 

16. 2.131 


The values in this table are already corrected 
for n-1 degrees of freedom. Use n equal to the 
number of samples as data points. 

6.2 Data Analysis and Reporting. 

6.2.1 Zero Drift (2-hour) —Using the zero 
concentration values measured each 2 hours 
during the field test, calculate the differences 
between consecutive 2 -hour readings ex¬ 
pressed in ppm. Calculate the mean difference 
and the confidence Interval using equations 
3-1 and 3-2. Report the zero drift as the sum 
of the absolute mean value and the confi¬ 
dence interval as a percentage of the instru¬ 
ment span. Use example sheet shown in Fig¬ 
ure 3-1. 

6.2.2 Zero Drift (24-hour)—Using the zero 
concentration values measured every 24 hours 
during the field test, calculate the differ¬ 
ences between the zero point after zero ad¬ 
justment and the zero value 24 hours later 
Just prior to zero adjustment. Calculate the 
mean value of these points and the confi¬ 
dence Interval using equations 3-1 and 3-2. 
Report the zero drift (the sum of the abso¬ 
lute mean and confidence interval) as a per¬ 
centage of the instrument span. Use example 
sheet shown in Figure 3-2. 


6.2.3 Calibration Drift (2-hour)—Using the 
calibration values obtained at 2 -hour in¬ 
tervals during the field test, calculate the 
differences between consecutive 2 -hour 
readings expressed as ppm. These values 
should be corrected for the corresponding 
zero drift during that 2-hour period. Calcu¬ 
late the mean and confidence interval of 
these corrected difference values using equa¬ 
tions 3-1 and 3-2. Do not use the differences 
between non-consecutive readings. Report 
the calibration drift as the sum of the ab¬ 
solute mean and confidence Interval as a 
percentage of the instrument span. Use the 
example sheet shown in Figure 3-1. 

6.2.4 Calibration Drift (24-hour)—Using 
the calibration values measured every 24 
hours during the field test, calculate the 
differences between the calibration con¬ 
centration reading after zero and calibration 
adjustment and the calibration concentra¬ 
tion reading 24 hours later after zero adjust¬ 
ment but before calibration adjustment. 
Calculate the mean value of these differ¬ 
ences and the confidence Interval using 
equations 3-1 and 3-2. Report the sum of 
the absolute mean and confidence interval 
as a percentage of the Instrument span. Use 
the example sheet shown in Figure 3-2. 

6.2.5 Operational Test Period—During the 
168-hour performance and operational test 
period, the measurement system shall not 
require any corrective maintenance or re¬ 
pair or replacement or adjustment other 
than that clearly specified as required in 
the operation and maintenance manuals as 
routine and expected during a 1 -week 
period. If the measurement system operates 
within the specified performance parameters 
and does not require corrective mainte¬ 
nance, repair, replacement or adjustment 
other than as specified above during the 168- 
hour test period, the operational period will 
be successfully concluded. Failure of the 
measurement system to meet this require¬ 
ment shall call for a repetition of the 168- 
hour test period. Portions of the test which 
were satisfactorily completed need not be 
repeated. Failure to meet any performance 
specifications shall call for a repetition of 
the 1 -week performance test period and 
that portion of the testing which is related 
to the failed specification. All maintenance 
and adjustments required shall be recorded. 
Output readings shall be recorded before 
and after all adjustments. 

7. References. 

7.1 Performance Specifications for Sta¬ 
tionary Source Monitoring Systems for Gases 
and Visible Emissions, Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency, Research Triangle Park. 
N.C., EPA-650/2-74-013, January 1974. 

7.2 Experimental Statistics, DepartmWRt 

of Commerce, National Bureau of Standards 
Handbook 91. 1963, p. 3-31, paragraphs 

3-3.1.4. 
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1 


Date 


Data 

Time Set Zero 

Degin End No. Heading 


Zero 

Drift Span 
(AZero) Reading 


(ASpan) 


Calibration 
. Drift m 
(ASpan-AZero) 


l 


2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 


Zero Drift ■ [Mean Zero Drift*_+ Cl (Zero)_Instrument 1 Span] x 100 * 

Calibration*Drift ■ [Mean Span Drift*_+ Cl (Span) _Instrument Span] x 100 » 

♦Absolute Yalue. 


Figure 3-1. Zero and Calibration Drift (2-Hour) 


Date Zero Span Calibration 

and Zero Drift Reading Drift 

Time Reading Zero) (After zero adjustment) (aS pan) 



Zero Drift « [Mean Zero Drift*_+ Cl (Zero) _ 

* Instrument Span] x 100 =_. 
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Figure 3-2. Zero and Calibration Drift (24-Hour) 
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[40CFR Part 51] 

(FRL 239-81 

REQUIREMENTS FOR THE PREPARATION, 

ADOPTION AND SUBMITTAL OF IMPLE¬ 
MENTATION PLANS 

Emission Monitoring of Stationary Sources 
July 15. 1974. 

Sections 110(a)(2)(F) (ii) and (iii) of 
the Clean Air Act, as amended in 1970. 
require State implementation plans to 
contain legally enforceable procedures 
which require the owners or operators 
of stationary sources to install equip¬ 
ment to monitor emissions from such 
sources and to report the data obtained. 
EPA’s regulations currently require that 
states have legal authority to require 
such monitoring and recording (40 CFR 
51.11(a)(6)), but do not require that 
state plans contain legally enforceable 
procedures mandating monitoring and 
recording. This is because at the time 
EPA's regulations for implementation 
plan preparation were published, the 
Agency had accumulated little data on 
the availability and reliability of con¬ 
tinuous monitoring devices. The Agency 
believed that the state-of-the-art was 
such that it was not prudent to require 
existing sources to install such devices. 

Since that time, much work has been 
done by the Agency and others to field 
test and compare various emission moni¬ 
tors. As a result of this work, the Agency 
now believes that for certain sources, 
general specifications for accuracy, re¬ 
liability and durability can be established 
for continuous emission monitors of 
oxygen, sulfur dioxide, and nitrogen 
dioxide and for the continuous measure¬ 
ment of opacity for particulate matter 
emissions. Accordingly, the Agency is 
proposing to amend 40 CFR 51.19, Source 
Surveillance, by adding a new paragraph 
(e) which will require States to revise 
their implementation plans to require 
sources to install monitoring instruments 
and to report the resulting data to the 
appropriate State Agency. 

State plans submitted in response to 
40 CFR 51.19(e) must (1) require own¬ 
ers or operators of specified categories 
of stationary sources to install emission 
monitoring equipment within one year of 
plan approval. (2) specify the categories 
of sources subject to the requirements, 
(3) identify for each category of sources 
the pollutant(s) which must be moni¬ 
tored, (4) set forth performance speci¬ 
fications for monitoring instruments, (5) 
require that such instruments must meet 
performance specifications through on¬ 
site testing by the owner or operator, and 
(6) require that data derived from such 
monitoring be summarized and made 
available to the State on a quarterly 
basis. The minimum data requirements 
set forth by EPA require that for gaseous 
monitors all hourly values reduced to the 
units for the applicable standard, not 
just the excesses above the applicable 
standard, should be reported to the State. 
By having more than just the excess 
emissions, the State will have a more 
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accurate measurement of the emissions 
for any period of operation and the 
source, for its own information, will be 
able to Identify those operating condi¬ 
tions associated with low emission levels 
and strive to maintain those condi¬ 
tions. Presently there are several auto¬ 
mated systems available which can pro¬ 
vide the above data with only an incre¬ 
mental increase (10%) in the total cost 
of the overall monitoring system. In fact, 
it is expected that many sources will 
probably utilize an automated data proc¬ 
essing system regardless of the data re¬ 
quirements. In addition, once the data 
is submitted to the State, it must be made 
available by the State in accordance with 
the existing requirements of 40 CFR 
51.10(e). 

In order to meet the foregoing require¬ 
ments, state plans must as a minimum 
adopt provisions equal to or more strin¬ 
gent than those set forth in Appendix P 
to 40 CFR part 51, which is also being 
proposed as part of this rulemaking. Ap¬ 
pendix P requires monitoring devices for 
the following existing sources and emis¬ 
sions: 

(a) Fossil fuel-fired steam generators 
of more than 250 million BTU per hour 
heat input (particulates/opacity, sulfur 
dioxide, nitrogen oxides, and oxygen); 

(b) Nitric acid plants (nitrogen di¬ 
oxide) ; 

(c) Sulfuric acid plants (sulfur diox¬ 
ide) ; and 

(d) Petroleum refineries* fluid cata¬ 
lytic cracking unit catalyst regenerators 
(particulates/opacity). 

In choosing those types of sources and 
pollutants listed in Appendix P (and 
therefore subject to the minimum re¬ 
quirements of 40 CFR 51.19(e)), the 
Agency has selected sources of the type 
covered by New Source Performance 
Standards (NSPS) promulgated pursu¬ 
ant to Section 111 of the Clean Air Act 
because such sources are the most sig¬ 
nificant stationary sources of air pollu¬ 
tion. Moreover, the Agency's work to date 
in the field of continuous emission moni¬ 
tors has focused almost exclusively on 
such sources because the Agency com¬ 
mitted itself to additional guidance on 
NSPS monitoring when the first NSPS’s 
were promulgated (36 FR 24876, Decem¬ 
ber 23. 1971). However, the minimum 
requirements for existing sources to in¬ 
stall continuous monitors contain two 
slight differences from those presently 
being proposed under the NSPS require¬ 
ments. One is that oil fired boilers are 
exempted from the minimum require¬ 
ments for opacity measurement unless 
a control device is required to comply 
with the applicable particulate matter 
emission limitation or a violation of the 
visible emission limitation has been 
noted. The rationale for this exemption 
was the infrequency of visible emission 
violations from large oil-fired boilers 
which reduces the need for and value of 
monitors, and the cost of the large num¬ 
ber of monitors that would be required 
otherwise. The other is that no existing 
sources would be required to install any 
continuous monitoring device until a spe¬ 
cific performance specification has been 


developed and promulgated under 40 
CFR part 60. This would specifically 
apply to the present requirement for fluid 
catalytic catalyst regenerators to install 
a CO monitor. While the NSPS require¬ 
ments presently contain general specifi¬ 
cations that CO monitors must meet, 
specific performance specifications for 
carbon monoxide instruments are ex¬ 
pected to be proposed and promulgated 
shortly and as soon as they are, this re¬ 
quirement will be included in Appendix P 
of 40 CFR part 51. The rationale for this 
decision is that only a few sources would 
be required to meet the NSPS require¬ 
ment before specific specifications could 
be developed while many existing sources 
would be required to install a device 
which would only be required to meet 
general specifications. Thus because of 
the greater number of existing sources 
to be affected, it was believed in the best 
interest to postpone the requirement for 
existing sources until specific perform¬ 
ance specifications could be developed. 

In fact, this proposed rulemaking is 
being issued simultaneously with a pro¬ 
posed rulemaking for NSPS monitoring 
requirements. 

While the proposed amendment to 40 
CFR 51.19 applies only to existing 
sources subject to an applicable Federal 
or State emission limitation as part of 
a State control strategy and not to new 
sources subject to NSPS, a perusal of 
proposed Appendix P shows that this 
rulemaking is very closely connected 
with the proposed NSPS rulemaking. For 
instance, cross-reference to NSPS rule- 
making is essential to determine the 
minimum instrument performance spec¬ 
ifications required by Appendix P. Thus, 
it is crucial for State agencies and 
other parties affected by this rulemak¬ 
ing to consider the companion NSPS pro¬ 
posal as part of this rulemaking, and to 
direct written comments to relevant por¬ 
tions of such proposal as well as this 
part 51 proposal. 

The agency is continuing to develop 
data on monitoring devices for sources 
not included in the minimum require¬ 
ments being proposed herein. It is EPA’s 
intent to expand the minimum require¬ 
ments of Appendix P from time to time 
as ongoing studies show the economic 
and technological feasibility of new re¬ 
quirements. In particular, Appendix P 
will be modified to reflect monitoring re¬ 
quirements developed in conjunction 
with future NSPS promulgations. The 
Agency’s studies will not be limited in 
this regard, however, and EPA will, 
where appropriate, revise Appendix p to 
include sources which are not of the 
type covered by NSPS. 

Since the requirements of 40 CFR 51.19 
(e) will be expanded periodically as the 
Agency completes more studies, it is sug¬ 
gested that State agencies explore with 
counsel ways to draft their regulations 
so as to incorporate automa ticall y the 
minimum requirements of 40 CFR 51.19 
(e) and Appendix P as they may be 
amended from time to time. In this way, 
States might avoid the process of sub¬ 
mitting plan revisions after every ex¬ 
pansion of Appendix P. Affected parties 


would have notice and opportunity to 
comment as the minimum requirements 
expand, since such requirements will be 
proposed as amendments to 40 CFR part 
51 in the same manner as this rulemak¬ 
ing is being proposed. 

It should be stressed that Appendix P 
sets forth minimum requirements in or¬ 
der for States to comply with 40 CFR 
51.19(e); in keeping with the basic 
framework of Clean Air Act implementa¬ 
tion plans, States will certainly be al¬ 
lowed, and are encouraged, to develop 
procedures even more comprehensive 
than those in Appendix P. States may 
well desire to require continuous moni¬ 
tors on additional sources for which they 
believe the continuous data will be a 
valuable tool in their day-to-day sur¬ 
veillance activities—for example, those 
particular individual sources which have 
frequent excesses of emission limita¬ 
tions and for which the installation of 
such devices is technically and econom¬ 
ically feasible. 

The Agency believes that the con¬ 
tinuous emission monitoring program 
being initiated by this proposal will be a 
useful tool to States and sources alike 
in assuring attainment and maintenance 
of the national ambient air standards. 
Continuous emission monitoring systems 
can provide valuable information in re¬ 
lation to source emissions. The con¬ 
tinuous record can be utilized to signal 
a plant upset or equipment malfunction 
so that the plant operator can take cor¬ 
rective action. The continuous monitor 
is a good indicator of whether a source is 
using good operating and maintenance 
practices. The data obtained from a con¬ 
tinuous monitor can provide useful in¬ 
formation in enforcing any operation 
and/or maintenance requirements that 
may exist. Data collected by emission 
monitoring devices can also provide a 
valuable record indicating the perform¬ 
ance of a source in complying with ap¬ 
plicable regulations. Additionally, under 
certain instances where emission levels 
are significantly above those allowed in 
the SIP, the data from continuous moni¬ 
tors may be sufficient evidence to issue 
a notice of violation. 

Some States may desire to use the 
data for more than an indication of com¬ 
pliance and may decide to use the con¬ 
tinuous emission data as the principal 
evidence for determining a violation of 
an emission regulation. Many States de¬ 
siring to do this will first be required to 
modify their regulations to prescribe that 
the continuous monitoring method is an 
acceptable method for determining com¬ 
pliance, since many States have pre¬ 
scribed the manual stack testing as the 
definitive method for determining com¬ 
pliance with mass emission limitations. 
One factor States should be aware of is 
that monitors which are currently avail¬ 
able provide measurements in parts per 
million of the pollutant in the stack gas, 
while most of the State and Federal 
emission limitations are expressed in al¬ 
lowable mass emission rates: pounds per 
hour or pounds per million BTU of heat 
input. States may therefore need to re¬ 
quire monitoring of various additional 
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operating parameters in certain cases, 
such as percent oxygen, to allow for a 
more accurate conversion of the concen¬ 
tration measurement to mass units than 
that required by Appendix P if the data 
is to serve as the sole source of evidence 
to determine compliance. 

The above issues concerning the use of 
the data for principal evidence should 
not de-emphasize the enforcement bene¬ 
fits of installing such devices on signifi¬ 
cant sources of air pollution. The data 
obtained from these monitoring systems 
can be used to detect deterioration of 
emission control systems and/or operat¬ 
ing techniques and serve as a guide for 
determining when compliance tests or 
inspections should be conducted. Thus, 
resources which would be required for 
several periodic manual stack tests and/ 
or inspections may be conserved without 
the loss of valuable surveillance infor¬ 
mation. 

In preparing their plans, States are 
encouraged to review and consider a 
number of reports on the technical status 
of emission monitors for various pollu¬ 
tants which have been published by the 
industry and the Agency (see Reference 
following this text) as well as the asso¬ 
ciated costs of installing such devices 
on specific sources. Furthermore, inter¬ 
ested persons should review the technical 
support document entitled Performance 
Specifications for Stationary Source 
Monitoring Systems for Gases and 
Visible Emissions, EPA-650/2-74-013, 
January 1974, which the Agency used to 
develop the minimum performance 
specifications required for monitoring in¬ 
struments. The above document is avail¬ 
able from the National Technical Infor¬ 
mation Service, 5285 Port Royal Road, 
Springfield, Virginia 22151. (Specify PB 
230-934/AF) for $7.00 each. A copy is 
available for public inspection at the 
Freedom of Information Center, EPA, 
Room 329, 401 M Street SW M Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20460. 

Since some States' may already have a 
requirement to install continuous moni¬ 
tors and some sources have complied with 
these regulations, these States may 
exempt any source which has purchased 
a monitoring system (s) from equipment 
vendor (s) prior to the date of this pro¬ 
posal from meeting the certification test 
requirements set forth in Appendix P, 
for a period not to exceed five years from 
plan approval. 

States will be required to submit an 
implementation plan which meets the 
requirements of 40 CFR 51.19(e) within 
six months of the final promulgation of 
this regulation. 

Interested persons may participate in 
this proposed rulemaking by submitting 
written comment in triplicate to the Con¬ 
trol Programs Development Division, En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency, Research 
Triangle Park, N.C. 27711, Attention: Mr. 
Jean J. Schueneman. All relevant com¬ 
ments received on or before October 29, 
1974 will be considered and receipts of 
comments will be acknowledged. Com¬ 
ments received will be available for pub¬ 
lic inspection during normal business 
hours at the Office of Public Affairs. 401 
M Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20460. 


This notice of proposed rulemaking is 
issued under the authority of sections 
110(a) (2) (F) (ii)-(iii) and 301(a) of the 
Clean Air Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 
1857c-5(a) (2) (F) (ii)-(iii), 1857g(a).) 

Dated: August 28,1974. 

Russell E. Train, 

Administrator . 
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It is proposed to amend 40 CFR Part 51 
as follows: 

1. Section 51.19 is amended by adding 
paragraph (e) as follows: 

§51.19 Source surveilliinee. 


(e) Legally enforceable procedures to 
require stationary sources which are sub¬ 
ject to an applicable emission limitation 
as part of a control strategy to install, 
calibrate, maintain, and operate an in¬ 
strument for continuously monitoring 
and recording emissions. 

(1) Such procedures shall identify 
those types of sources, by source category 
and capacity, that must install such in¬ 
struments, and shall identify for each 
type of source which pollutants must be 
monitored. 

(2) Such procedures shall, as a mini¬ 
mum, require the types of sources set 
forth in Appendix P of this part (as such 
appendix may be amended from time to 
time) to meet all of the applicable re¬ 
quirements set forth therein. 

(3) Such procedures shall contain pro¬ 
visions which require the owner or oper¬ 
ator of each source subject to continu¬ 


ous emission monitoring and recording 
requirements to maintain a file of all 
measurements (reduced to the units of 
the applicable emission regulation), to 
retain the record of any such measure¬ 
ments for at least two years following the 
date of such measurements, to summar¬ 
ize such measurements monthly, and to 
submit such summaries to the state on a 
quarterly or more frequent basis. 

(4) Such procedures shall provide that 
sources subject to the requirements of 
paragraph (e) (2) of this section shall 
have installed all necessary instruments 
and shall have begun monitoring and 
recording and reporting within one year 
of plan approval. 

2. In this part, Appendix P is added as 
follows: 

Appendix P 

1 . General Provisions. 

(a) This Appendix P sets forth the mini¬ 
mum requirements for continuous emission 
monitoring and recording that each plan 
must Include in order to be approved under 
40 CFR 61.19(e). 

(b) The provisions of this Appendix P shall 
not apply to any source which is subject to a 
new source performance standard promul¬ 
gated in 40 CFR Part 60 pursuant to Section 
111 of the Clean Air Act. 

(c) Continuous monitoring systems for 
measuring opacity shall complete a minimum 
of one cycle of operation (sampling, analyz¬ 
ing and data recording) for each successive 
one minute period. 

(d) Continuous monitoring systems for 
measuring oxides of nitrogen or sulfur di¬ 
oxide shall complete a minimum of one cycle 
of operation (sampling, analyzing and data 
recording) for each successive fifteen-minute 
period. 

(e) Continuous monitoring systems for 
measuring emissions or process parameters 
not Usited under paragraphs (c) and (d) of 
this section shall complete a minimum of one 
cycle of operation (sampling, analyzing and 
data recording) for each successive hourly 
period. 

(f) All continuous monitoring systems 
shall be installed at sampling locations where 
the most representative sample of emissions 
can be obtained. 

(g) Upon approval of the Administrator, 
the State may waive the requirements of 
§ 51.19(e) for installing a continuous moni¬ 
toring system for specific source when the in¬ 
stallation of such system would not provide 
accurate determinations (e.g. condensed un¬ 
combined water vapor may prevent an accu¬ 
rate determination of opacity using commer¬ 
cially available continuous monitoring sys¬ 
tems). Upon approval of that request, the 
Administrator may prescribe other monitor¬ 
ing requirements for such source. 

(h) All continuous monitoring systems in¬ 
stalled in accordance with the requirements 
of this appendix shall be calibrated in ac¬ 
cordance with the method( 8 ) prescribed by 
the manufacturer (s) of such instruments. 
The instruments shall be subjected to the 
manufacturer’s recommended zero adjust¬ 
ment and calibration procedures at least once 
daily unless the manufacturer(s) of the 
monitoring system equipment specifies or 
recommends calibration at shorter intervals. 
In which case such specifications or recom¬ 
mendations shall be followed. 

(i) When the effluent from two or more 
affected facilities, pursuant to $ 51.19(e). is 
ducted to a single stack, then only one con¬ 
tinuous monitoring system for each pollutant 
monitored Is required. 

2. Minimum continuous monitoring re¬ 
quirements. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 177—WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 11, 1974 






32871 


PROPOSED RULES 


(a) The following continuous monitoring 
systems shall be installed, calibrated, main¬ 
tained and operated by the owner or oper¬ 
ator of any fossil fuel-fired steam generator 
of more than 250 million BTU per hour heat 
Input. 

(1) A continuous monitoring system for 
the measurement of the opacity of emis¬ 
sions, except where: 

(1) gaseous fuel is the only fuel burned, or 

(11) oil is the only fuel burned and the 

source Is able to comply with the applicable 
particulate matter regulation without uitill- 
zation of emission conrol equipment and no 
violation of the visible emission limitation 
has been noted. 

(2) A continuous monitoring system for 
the measurement of sulfur dioxide emissions 
except where: 

(1) gaseous fuel is the only fuel burned, or 

(11) low-sulfur fuels are used to achieve 

compliance with the applicable control strat¬ 
egy and the source owner or operator elects 
to conduct fuel analyses and submit the re¬ 
sults quarterly to the State in fulfillment of 
the requirements of 51.19(e)(3). 

(A) Where the owner or operator elects 
to conduct fuel analyses, under subparagraph 

(2) (il) above, the following procedures shall 
be used for the analysis and for computing 
average daily sulfur dioxide emissions for a 
calendar day where applicable to report the 
data in the units of the applicable standard 
under subparagraph (b) (li). The sulfur con¬ 
tent of a representative sample of the fuel 
or combinations of fuels fired each calendar 
day shall be determined and the high heat¬ 
ing value shall be determined weekly in ac¬ 
cordance with the following: 

(f) The sulfur content (%S) and high 
heating value (HHV) of solid fuels shall be 
determined by using A.S.T.M. (American So¬ 
ciety for Testing and Materials) test meth¬ 
ods D2234-68(72) for mechanical sampling, 
D2013-68(72) for sampling preparation, and 
D271-70 (%S and HHV). alternate method 
D2015-66(73) may be used only for the high 
heating value analysis (HHV). For A.S.T.M. 
test method D2234-68(72) the methods of 
increment collection shall be Type I (see 
4.2.1), conditions A, B. or D (see 4.3.4), and 
systematic spacing (see 4.4.1) for each lot. 
The number and weight of increments se¬ 
lected shall be the same as listed within 
Table 2 of the method. 

(2) The sul fur c ontent (<£S) and high 
heating value (HHV) of liquid fuels shall be 
determined by using A.S.T.M. test method 
D240-64(73) for the complete sample (HHV 
and %S). Alternate methods D1551-68 or 
D1652-64 may be used only for the sulfur 
analysis (%S). 

(B) Average daily sulfur dioxide emissions 
shall be computed for each lot of fuel as 
follows: 


K 


(20,000) (%S) 
(HHV) 


where: 

% S = average dally sulfur dioxide emis¬ 
sion, g/milllon (lb/milllon BTU), 
B«*r= 3 iilfur content by weight of the fuel, 
dry basis (expressed as percent). 


K=high heating value of fuel (cal/g), 
HHV = fraction of the total sulfur input ex¬ 
hausted with the flue gas. For 
solid fuels (except lignite) K= 
0.95, and for liquid fuels K=0.98. 
Sources which elect to analyze the 
sulfur content of bottom and pre¬ 
cipitated ash using A.S.T.M. test 
method D1757-62(69) and perform 
a material balance around the 
affected facility monthly may es¬ 
tablish other values for K. 

(3) A continuous monitoring system for 
the measurement of nitrogen oxides emis¬ 
sions. The pollutant gas used to prepare cali¬ 
bration gas mixtures (Section 2.1, Perform¬ 
ance Specification 2, Appendix B, Part 60) 
shall be nitric oxide (NO). 

(4) A continuous monitoring system for 
the measurement of the percent oxygen in 
the flue gases. 

(b) A continuous monitoring system for 
the measurement of nitrogen oxides shall be 
Installed, calibrated, maintained and oper¬ 
ated by the owner or operator of any nitric 
acid plant. The pollutant gas used to prepare 
calibration gas mixtures (Section 2.1, Per¬ 
formance Specification 2, Appendix B Part 
60) shall be nitrogen dioxide (NO.). 

(c) A continuous monitoring* system for 
the measurement of sulfur dioxide shall be 
installed, calibrated, maintained, and oper¬ 
ated by the owner or operator of any sulfuric 
acid plant. 

(d) A continuous monitoring system for 
the measurement of the opacity of emissions 
from any fluid catalytic cracking unit cata¬ 
lyst regenerator in operation at a petroleum 
refinery shall be installed, calibrated, main¬ 
tained and operated by the owner or oper¬ 
ator of such petroleum refinery. 

3. Minimum Performance Specifications . 

(a) The following continuous monitoring 
systems shall meet the requirements of the 
following performance specifications of Ap¬ 
pendix B of Part 60, each of which is hereby 
incorporated herein by reference. 

(1) Continuous monitoring systems for 
measuring opacity shall comply with Per¬ 
formance Specification 1. 

(2) Continuous monitoring systems for 
measuring nitrogen oxides shall comply with 
Performance Specification 2. 

(3) Continuous monitoring systems for 
measuring sulfur dioxide shall comply with 
Performance Specification 2. 

(4) Continuous monitoring systems for 
measuring oxygen shall comply with Per¬ 
formance Specification 3. 

(b) The test procedures outlined with 
each Performance Specification must be fol¬ 
lowed to insure that the instruments meet 
the specifications as prescribed. Notwith¬ 
standing the foregoing, a State may exempt 
any source which has purchased a monitor¬ 
ing system (s) from equipment vendor (s) 
prior to the date of this proposal from meet¬ 
ing such test procedures prescribed by Ap¬ 
pendix B of Part 60 for a period not to exceed 
five years from plan approval. 


4. Minimum Data Requirements, 

The following paragraph sets forth the 
minimum requirements necessary to comply 
with § 51.19(e)(3), 

(a) For opacity measurements, the data 
shall be recorded in percent opacity and sub¬ 
mitted in terms of the number of one- 
minute integrated averages which exceeded 
the applicable standard. 

(b) For gaseous measurements, the data 
shall be recorded in concentration units and 
reduced to one hour integrated average con¬ 
centrations. 

(c) The one-hour averages required by 
paragraph (b) shall be converted, recorded 
and submitted in the monthly summary in 
units of the applicable emission regulation. 

(1) For fossil fuel-fired steam generators 
the following procedures shall be used for 
each gaseous pollutant monitored for the 
purpose of converting monitoring data Into 
units of lb/mlllion BTU (g/mlllion cal) if 
applicable: 

2090 

E-CF- 

20.9-%O a 


where: 


pollutant emission, g/milllon cal 
lb/milllon BTU) 

C=pollutant concentration, g/dsem 
(Ib/dscf), determined by multi¬ 
plying the average concentration 
(p.p.m.) for each hourly period 
by 4.16 X 10-« M g/dsem per p.p.m. 
or 2.64 X10 • M Ib/dscf per p.p.m. 
where M=pollutant molecular 
weight, g/g-mole (lb/lb-mole) 
%O a =oxygen content by volume, dry basis 
(expressed as percent), as deter¬ 
mined under paragraph (a) (4) of 
this section 

§ 60.46(c) (4), (5), (6). and (7). 

F—a factor determined according to 
as applicable. 


(2) For facilities subject to Section 2 of 
this Appendix, other than fossil fuel-fired 
steam generators, the conversion factor shall 
be established by measuring emissions with 
the continuous monitoring system in accord¬ 
ance with the certification test procedure 
required by the applicable performance spec¬ 
ification In Appendix B of Part 60. Using 
emission data from the above tests and only 
that portion of the continuous monitoring 
emission data that represents emission meas¬ 
urements concurrent with the certification 
test periods, the conversion factor shall be 
determined by dividing the certification test 
data averages by the continuous emission 
monitoring test data averages to obtain ft 
ratio expressed in units of the applicable 
standard to units of the monitoring data, 
e g., kg/metric ton per p.pjn. 

(d) Any State may require procedures 
varying from those set forth in paragraph 

(c) above if the State shows to the satisfac¬ 
tion of the Administrator that its procedures 
are at least as accurate as those in paragraph 
(c). 

(FR Doc.74-20577 Filed 9-10-74;8:45 am) 
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FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION 

[ 10 CFR Part 211 ] 

MIDDLE DISTILLATE FUELS 

Proposed Allocation Levels for Space 

Heating Requirements and Allocation to 

Electric Utilities; Public Hearing 

The Federal Energy Administration 
hereby gives notice of a proposal to 
amend Title 10 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 211, Subpart G, to 
make certain changes with respect to 
the allocation of middle distillate fuels. 

Under the current regulations, space 
heating requirements are assigned an 
allocation level of one hundred (100) 
percent of base period use, not subject 
to an allocation fraction, but subject to 
certain reductions in ambient indoor 
temperatures in most cases. Suppliers 
are required to make deliveries of middle 
distillate to space-heating end-users 
and wholesale purchaser-consumers on 
the basis of certified need, which is the 
calculated quantity of fuel needed to 
maintain the ambient indoor tempera¬ 
ture at the reduced levels specified for 
that type of building. Calculation of 
certified need is based either on histor¬ 
ical useage factors for each building, or 
on quantities of fuel consumed and 
actual degree-days exposure during the 
latest thirty days of normal heating 
usage before January 15, 1974. In cases 
where the space heating end-user or 
wholesale purchaser-consumer has not 
complied with the temperature reduc¬ 
tion requirement, the supplier must 
present a warning notice that the pur¬ 
chaser runs the danger of running out 
of fuel if it does not take action to con¬ 
serve fuel. 

FEA proposes to change the allocation 
level for space heating requirements 
from one hundred (100) percent of base 
period use, not subject to an allocation 
fraction, to one hundred (100) percent of 
current requirements, subject to an al¬ 
location fraction. The change in alloca¬ 
tion level from a percent of base period 
use to current requirements is proposed 
because significant variations in average 
temperatures between this winter and 
the winter months of 1972 could cause 
hardships to space heating end-users and 
wholesale purchaser-consumers. 

Furthermore, FEA proposes to elimi¬ 
nate the present required reductions in 
ambient indoor temperature, and the 
corresponding requirement that suppliers 
make deliveries on the basis of certified 
need. FEA has concluded that the cur¬ 
rent method of requiring conservation 
only by users of middle distillate for 
space heating is basically unenforceable 
and impacts inequitably on purchasers 
of home heating oil. Because FEA does 
not have the authority to impose com¬ 
parable mandatory conservation meas¬ 
ures on purchasers of natural gas or elec¬ 
tricity, to treat home heating oil users 
more stringently than users of other fuels 
does not seem fair. The principal effect 
of the present requirement that suppliers 
make deliveries on the basis of certified 


need and present warning notices to their 
purchasers which are not conserving fuel 
also may thus be to encourage home 
heating oil purchasers to switch to use 
of natural gas or electricity. 

FEA still strongly believes that con¬ 
servation of all sources of energy is vi¬ 
tally important. However, mandatory 
regulations imposed on only one class of 
energy users do not appear to be the most 
desirable approach to achieving the con¬ 
servation objective. FEA, therefore, spe¬ 
cifically invites comments as how it may 
best achieve its conservation goals in 
an equitable manner and whether this 
proposal, with an allocation level limited 
by a supplier’s allocation fraction, could 
be combined with other conservation re¬ 
quirements applicable to all energy users. 

Based on FEA’s forecast that there 
should be adequate supplies of middle 
distillate this winter, FEA further pro¬ 
poses to change the allocation levels for 
industrial use, except for space heating, 
and for petrochemical feedstock use. In 
the case of industrial use, the allocation 
level would be changed from one hundred 
ten percent of base period use to one 
hundred percent of current requirements 
subject to the allocation fraction. Petro¬ 
chemical feedstock use would also have 
an allocation level of one hundred per¬ 
cent of current requirements, subject to 
the allocation fraction, instead of the 
present one hundred percent of base 
period use. 

FEA also proposes that the method of 
allocating middle distillate fuels to elec¬ 
tric utilities be revised to provide for a 
program administered by the National 
FEA, similar to the program for allocat¬ 
ing residual fuel oil to utilities. FEA be¬ 
lieves that such a program would permit 
needed flexibility in assuring adequate 
supplies of middle distillate fuels to utili¬ 
ties in the event of any disruption in nor¬ 
mal utility supplies. 

Under the present regulations, elec¬ 
tric utilities which purchase middle dis¬ 
tillate fuels are assigned an allocation 
level of one hundred (100) percent of 
base period use, subject to an allocation 
fraction. Under the proposed regulation, 
the National FEA would determine for 
each month the amount of middle distil¬ 
late for non-utility use and for utility 
use. Based on that determination, FEA 
would then determine the amounts to 
be supplied to each utility, and the 
amounts to be supplied by each supplier 
according to the percentage of the 
utility’s purchases supplied during the 
base period by each supplier, and would 
notify utilities and suppliers directly of 
these amounts. 

The proposal would permit FEA to 
determine the amounts to be supplied 
for more than one month at a time, and 
in such cases, would permit utilities with 
FEA’s approval to request a supplier to 
deliver in advance up to twenty (20) per¬ 
cent of the following month’s allocation. 
In addition, FEA could modify amounts 
to be supplied by particular suppliers, 
and would notify suppliers and utilities 
of such modifications. 


The proposal would require suppliers 
to notify utilities of their anticipated 
ability to supply the amounts specified by 
FEA. In addition, utilities would be re¬ 
quired to notify suppliers of their will¬ 
ingness to accept delivery. The proposal 
would permit suppliers and utilities to 
agree on reduced delivery levels or ex¬ 
tensions when necessary. If a supplier 
were unable to supply the required 
amounts, and the supplier and utility 
could not agree on a reduced delivery 
level or extension, FEA would determine 
the amounts, if any, to be delivered and 
the schedule for delivery. 

As required by section 7(c)(2) of the 
Federal Energy Administration Act of 
1974, Pub. L. 93-275, a copy of this notice 
has been submitted to the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency 
for his comments concerning the impact 
of this proposal on the quality of the en¬ 
vironment. The Administrator com¬ 
mented as follows: 

1. EPA supports the first part of FEA’s pro¬ 
posed rulemaking to amend 10 CFR Part 211, 
Subpart G, which would broaden the alloca¬ 
tion program to allow space heating users 
of middle distillates to receive 100 percent of 
current requirements, rather than 100 per¬ 
cent of the 1972 base period. Existence of an 
Implicit demand restraint (a previous base 
period) could discourage production of a 
clean-bumlng fuel which can be used to re¬ 
place pollutant fuels as well as to blend with 
higher sulfur oil to yield a fuel that con¬ 
forms with air quality standards. 

2. EPA does not support the second part of 
this FEA proposal which would discontinue 
temperature reduction provisions as a con¬ 
servation measure In determining the alloca¬ 
tion level. Admittedly, the householder asked 
to Umit his No. 2 fuel use Is at a disadvantage 
compared with householders burning elec¬ 
tricity or natural gas which are not subject to 
conservation limitations. However, supply/ 
demand conditions for middle distillates are 
unusually difficult to forecast. It now appears 
probable that there will be no winter short¬ 
age. But No. 2 fuel Is highly weather sensi¬ 
tive. Unusually cold temperatures could 
accelerate a demand of 100,000 barrels dally 
per degree day. The demand for No. 2 fuel, 
moreover, Is inter-related with the demand 
for diesel and jet fuels, which are also middle 
distillates. Last winter’s diesel fuel shortage 
for trucks affected No. 2 supplies, and vice 
versa. Finally, it seems Inadvisable to overtly 
discourage conservation of any kind while 
U.S. oil imports are still rising and contribut¬ 
ing to balance of payment problems. Rather, 
FEA might consider incentives to equalize 
the No. 2 householder’s fuel situation by 
devising measures to conserve electricity and 
natural gas burned in the home. None of the 
three fuels contributes appreciably to air 
pollution where used. All of them add to the 
pollution problem caused during the produc¬ 
tion process. Any reduction in fuel demand 
minimizes emissions due to production, apart 
from the overall desirability of conserving 
oil and natural gas. 

3. EPA opposes FEA’s proposal to allocate 
middle distillates to utilities by a method 
"similar to the program for allocating resid¬ 
ual fuel oil to utilities." Basically, there is 
little similarity between supply and demand 
conditions affecting middle distillates and 
residual fuel oil. The differences are so great 
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that a middle distillate allocation program 
could be so cumbersome as to defeat FEA'a 
goal of "assuring adequate supplies of middle 
distillate fuels to utilities in the event of any 
disruption in normal utility supplies." This 
is a goal which EPA endorses. 

(a) Residual fuel is 65 percent to 70 per¬ 
cent an imported product. 90 percent im¬ 
ported along the east coast where supply 
problems have arisen. Only 7 percent of mid¬ 
dle distillates are Imported. Although mar¬ 
ginal imports are required for winter along 
the east coast, they amount to some 30 per¬ 
cent of the seasonal needs which decline 
sharply starting in March. 

(b) Distribution of residual fuel to the 
critical east coast markets is largely by 
tanker, often from distant sources subject 
to loading and shipping uncertainties. There 
are relatively few residual fuel storage area 3 , 
mostly located near the large consumption 
areas. Distribution of distillate fuels to the 
east coast is mainly by a flexible, predictable 
transportation system involving domestic 
pipelines (Colonial and Plantation) and in¬ 
tra-coastal shipping—with only a part of the 
marginal winter imports arriving in tankers 
from export sources which, incidentally, also 
supply residual. There are many more distil¬ 
late storage areas located in virtually all re¬ 
fining areas of the U.S., many of which can 
be called upon to meet any stirgea in demand. 

(c) Supply sources of residual fuel oil are 
limited with five refiners contributing nearly 
75 percent of the east coast consumption, 
90 percent of which is imported. There are 
nearly as many distillate suppliers as there 
are domestic refiners, many of which can 
deliver products across PAD’S as required. 

(d) Utility consumption of middle dis¬ 
tillate fuel Is relatively small (about 10 per¬ 
cent of the residual volume along the east 
coast) and mainly used for peak electric 
power production. Utility demand for peak¬ 
ing needs is less predictable than are residual 
fuel oil needs for utility base-load operations 
which can consequently be estimated on 
both the long and short-term for allocation 
purposes. In the event of a residual fuel 
supply dislocation, utilities would have diffi¬ 
culty estimating their extra distillate needs 
(for blending with residual to increase base- 
load supplies) to conform to a residual typo 
allocation program. 

(e) With middle distillate Inventories at 
192 million barrels (11 percent above a 
year ago), and conservation continuing to 
constrain electricity demand, utilities should 
be able to secure any additional No. 2 sup¬ 
plies on a spot basis, as they have been doing 
this summer. Should distillate supplies 
tighten, for reasons outlined in 2 above 
FEA could allocate distillates to utilities 
under existing regulations (211.123(c) (3)) 
and without requiring the data called for 
under the proposed 211.123(b)(2). These 
data would be difficult to accumulate on a 
monthly basis to meet shortages and appear 
to be unnecessary during a period of sur¬ 
plus. 

(f) Unlike a residual program, a distillate 
allocation system administered on a time 
basis longer than one month might pro¬ 
grammatically be worthless. The winter 
period will begin with Inventories at a near 
peak level. As the winter period demand ends 
with a sharp drop in household demand 
starting In March, there would be only three 
or possibly four months when allocations to 
utilities might be required. There is not such 
a drastic seasonal drop in demand for resid¬ 
ual fuel as there Is for distillate. Program¬ 
matically, to gear up for a very brief, compli¬ 
cated, and probably unnecessary monthly 
allocation program could prove to be an ad¬ 
ministrative "overkill" which PEA may want 
to avoid. 


4. Finally, FEA should consider the ex¬ 
istence of 10 CFR Part 215 which basically 
limits the volumes of low-sulfur oil products 
that can be purchased and itllized by firms 
using them in power generators. Any middle 
distillate allocation program could conflict 
with Part 215 unless either the program or 
Part 215 were appropriately amended. Of 
course. Part 215 can currently limit upgrad¬ 
ing of fuels through blending. However, it 
might prove simpler, as individual upgrad¬ 
ing needs arose, for FEA to authorize them 
as exceptions than if middle distillates were 
to become part of an elaborate allocation 
program. Such a program may be difficult 
to administer because of Part 215. Utilities 
generally could not be certain that their 
distillate requirements, if other than on the 
Part 215 base period, would conflict with 
the new allocation regulation. Thus, utilities 
would be better served if they were allowed 
to continue to use the market place for their 
quality blending and/or any emergency 
fuel needs, and If Part 215 should become 
an issue, to seek exceptions. 

A public hearing on this proceeding 
will be held beginning at 9:30 a.m., on 
Friday, September 27, 1974, at the Fed¬ 
eral Building, 12th and Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW„ Washington, D.C„ to re¬ 
ceive comments from interested persons 
on the matters set forth herein. Any 
person who has an interest in the subject 
of the hearing, or who is a representative 
of a group or class of persons which has 
an interest In the subject of the hearing, 
may make a written request for an op¬ 
portunity to make oral presentation. 
Such a request should be directed to 
Executive Communications, FEA, and 
must be received before 4:30 pjn., e.cLs.t., 
September 20, 1974. Such a request may 
be hand delivered to Boom 3309, Federal 
Building, 12th and Pennsylvania Avenue, 
NW- Washington, D.C., between the 
hours of 8 a.m., and 4:30 p.m., Monday 
through Friday. The person making the 
request should be prepared to describe 
the Interest concerned; if appropriate, 
to state why he is a proper representative 
of a group or class of persons which has 
such an interest; and to give a concise 
summary of the proposed oral presenta¬ 
tion and a phone number where he may 
be contacted through September 24,1974. 

Each person selected to be heard will 
be so notified by the FEA before 5:30 
p.nu e.cLs.t., September 24, 1974 and 
must submit 100 copies of his statement 
to Executive Communications, FEA, 
Room 3309, Federal Building, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., 20461, before 9 a.m e.d.s.t„ 
September 27,1974. 

The FEA reserves the right to select 
the persons to be heard at the hearing, 
to schedule their respective presenta¬ 
tions, and to establish the procedures 
governing the conduct of the hearing. 
Each presentation may be limited, based 
on the number of persons requesting to 
be heard. 

An FEA official will be designated to 
preside at the hearing. It will not be a 
judicial or evidentiary-type hearing. 
Questions may be asked only by those 
conducting the hearing, and there will 
be no cross-examination of persons pre¬ 
senting statements. Any decision made 
by the FEA with respect to the subject 


matter of the hearing will be based on 
all information available to the FEA. At 
the conclusion of all initial oral state¬ 
ments, each person who has made an 
oral statement will be given the oppor¬ 
tunity if he so desires, to make a re¬ 
buttal statement. The rebuttal state¬ 
ments will be given in the OTder in which 
the initial statements were made and will 
be subject to time limitations. 

Any interested person may submit 
questions, to be asked of any person 
making a statement at the hearing, to 
the Executive Communications, FEA, 
before 4:30 p.m., e.d.s.t., September 26, 
1974. Any person who makes an oral 
statement and who wishes to ask a ques¬ 
tion at the hearing may submit the ques¬ 
tion, in writing, to the presiding officer, 
if the question is submitted at the hear¬ 
ing, will determine whether the question 
is relevant, and whether time limitations 
permit it to be presented for answer. 

Any further procedural rules needed 
for the proper conduct of the hearing 
will be announced by the presiding officer. 

A transcript of the hearing will be 
made and the entire record of the hear¬ 
ing, including the transcript, will be re¬ 
tained by the FEA and made available 
for inspection at the Public Reference 
Facility of the FEA, Room 3400 Federal 
Building, 12th and Pennsylvania Ave¬ 
nue, NW h Washington, D.C., between 
the hours of 8 a.m. and 4:30 pjn., Mon¬ 
day through Friday. Anyone may buy a 
copy of the transcript from the reporter. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in this rulemaking by submitting 
data, views, or arguments with respect 
to the proposed regulations set forth in 
this notice to Executive Communica¬ 
tions, Room 3309, Federal Energy Ad¬ 
ministration, Box AY, Washington, D.C. 
20461. 

Comments should be Identified on the 
outside envelope and on documents sub¬ 
mitted to the FEA, Executive Communi¬ 
cations, with the designation -Middle 
Distillate Fuels". Fifteen copies should 
be submitted. All comments received by 
September 25, 1974, and all relevant in¬ 
formation, will be considered by the Fed¬ 
eral Energy Administration before final 
action is taken on the proposed regula¬ 
tions. 

Any Information or data considered by 
the persoh furnishing It to be confiden¬ 
tial must be so identified and submitted 
In writing, one copy only. The FEA re¬ 
serves the right to determine the confi¬ 
dential status of the Information or data 
and to treat it accordingly. 


(emergency Petroleum Allocation Act of 
1973, Pub. L. 93-159, Federal Energy Admin¬ 
istration Act of 1974, Pub. L. 03-275; EO 
11790 (39 FR 23185)) 


In consideration of the foregoing, it Is 
proposed to amend Part 211, Chapter II 
of Title 10, Code of Federal Regulations, 
as set forth below. 


Issued in Washington, D.C, on Septem¬ 
ber 6, 1974. 

Robert E. Montgomery, Jr„ 
General Counsel . 
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X. Section 211.123 is amended in para¬ 
graphs (b) and (c) to read as follows: 

§ 211.123 Allocation levels. 

• » * * + 

(b) Allocation levels not subject to an 
allocation fraction. (1) One hundred 
(100) percent of current requirements 
for the following uses: 

(1) Agricultural production: 

(ii) Department of Defense use as 
specified In § 211.26. 

(2) The allocation level as specified 
for each month by the FEA for utility 
use. In specifying the allocation level for 
each utility, the FEA may include but is 
not limited to the following consider¬ 
ations: 

<i) The extent to which each utility 
within appropriate groupings can absorb 
an equal percentage cutback in middle 
distillate supply; 

(ii) The extent to which utility co¬ 
ordination of dispatch can be more ef¬ 
fective in achieving optimum conserva¬ 
tion of critical fuels in periods of short 
supply; 

(iii) The extent to which non-oil based 
energy may be utilized more fully than 
at present; 

(iv) Where applicable, a utility’s or a 
utility system’s operable reserve capacity; 

(v) The extent to which each utility 
within appropriate groupings can import 
non-oil based energy; 

(vi) The extent to which certain mini¬ 
mal levels of middle distillate consump¬ 
tion are essential, as determined by the 
FEA after appropriate consultation with 
the Federal Power Commission (FPC), 
to supply portions of a power system 
requirement that cannot be supplied by 
non-oil fired generation, or for other spe¬ 
cial considerations. Any volumes so iden¬ 
tified shall be counted as part of a util¬ 
ity’s total allocation; 

(vii) The extent to which utilities cur¬ 
rently use natural gas supplies under 
interruptible contracts and the extent 
to which those contracts have been cur¬ 
tailed; 

(viii) The extent of available stocks 
of middle distillate fuel held by each 
utility; 

(ix) The logistics of resupply and in¬ 
ventory practices of each utility; 

(x) Any increase in a utility’s middle 
distillate fired generation capacity since 
the base period. 

<c) Allocation levels subject to an al¬ 
location fraction. (1) One hundred (100) 
percent of current requirements (as re¬ 
duced by the application of an allocation 
fraction) for the following uses: 

(i) Emergency services; 

(ii) Energy production; 

(iii) Manufacture of ethical drugs and 
related research; 

(iv) Sanitation services; 

(v) Telecommunications services; 

(vi) Passenger transportation serv¬ 
ices; 

(vii) Cargo, freight, and mail hauling 
except as set forth elsewhere in this 
section; 

(viii) Aviation ground support ve¬ 
hicles and equipment; 


(ix) Nonmilitary marine shipping, 
both foreign and domestic (except cruise 
ships carrying passengers for recrea¬ 
tional purposes). Sales to vessels engaged 
in the foreign trade of the United States 
shall be made on a nondiscriminatory 
basis in regard to flag of registration, 
subject to modification by the FEA fol¬ 
lowing consultation with appropriate 
Federal agencies on a case-by-case basis 
if required to encourage reciprocal non¬ 
discriminatory allocation of middle dis¬ 
tillate fuels in foreign ports to vessels 
engaged primarily in the foreign trade of 
the United States; 

(x) Industrial use except for space 
heating; 

(xi) Petrochemical feedstock use; and 

(xii) Space heating requirements. 

(2) One hundred (100) percent of base 
period use (as reduced by application of 
an allocation fraction) for the following 
uses: 

(i) Synthetic natural gas plant feed¬ 
stock use; and 

(ii) All other non-space heating uses. 

2. Section 211.126 is revised in para¬ 
graphs (b) and (c), and is amended by 
adding paragraph (d) to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 211.126 Method of allocation. 

• • • # * 

(b) General . Based on the estimated 
total supply of middle distillate, on al¬ 
location levels set forth in § 211.123, on 
the State set-aside percentage and on 
other relevant consideration, the FEA 
shall determine the portion of total sup¬ 
ply for non-utility use and the portion 
of total supply for utility use for delivery 
during a month or months in accord¬ 
ance with paragraphs (c) and (d) of 
this section. The FEA may make its de¬ 
terminations for a single month or for 
several months at a time. 

(c) 1Non-utility. The portion of each 
supplier’s allocable supply not directed 
by the FEA to be distributed for utility 
use shall be allocated pursuant to 
§ 211.10. Provisions to adjust a wholesale 
purchaser’s base period volume are spec¬ 
ified in § 211.13. New wholesale pur¬ 
chasers and end-users are subject to the 
requirements of § 211.12. 

(d) Utilities. (1) Within 10 days of 
the effective date of this section, each 
utility which purchases middle distillate 
fuels shall report to the National FEA 
the following information: 

(1) The name, address and telephone 
number of each base period supplier for 
each base period; 

(ii) The name of the utility’s personal 
contract with each of its suppliers; 

(iii) The amounts of middle distillate 
supplied by each supplier during each 
base period; and 

(iv) All information relating to any 
adjustments or assignments which have 
been made by FEA. 

(2) For purposes of calculating the 
allocation of middle distillate to utili¬ 
ties for delivery during a month. 

(i) The FEA shall determine the 
amount of middle distillate allocated for 
delivery to each utility for a month or 


months and the amounts required to be 
supplied each month by each supplier, 
and shall notify utilities and suppliers 
of tiffs determination. The amounts to 
be supplied by each supplier wdll be cal¬ 
culated by multiplying each utility’s 
specified monthly allocation by the per¬ 
centage of the utility’s total deliveries 
during the base period which were sup¬ 
plied by each supplier for the purpose of 
assuring allocations which, to the maxi¬ 
mum extent practicable, provide reli¬ 
ability of utility services. Where more 
than one month’s allocation is specified 
at one time a utility may request, after 
notifying FEA, that its supplier deliver 
in advance up to twenty (20) percent of 
the following month’s allocation. The 
following month’s or months’ allocation 
shall be reduced by the amount delivered 
in advance. If the supplier advises a util¬ 
ity that it cannot supply the additional 
amount the utility may contact the FEA 
to review and adjust the volume to be 
delivered or assign a new supplier for all 
or part of the requested amount. Advance 
delivery of amounts in excess of twenty 
(20) percent of the following month’s 
allocation must be approved by FEA. 
The FEA may adjust the percentages to 
be supplied by particular suppliers on 
the basis of contract relationships, logis¬ 
tical problems, availability of fuels of 
specified quality from suppliers, and 
other relevant information which may be 
reported to the FEA by suppliers and 
utilities. The FEA may at any time 
modify the determinations under this 
subparagraph and the amounts to be 
supplied to each utility by each sup¬ 
plier, and shall notify utilities and sup¬ 
pliers of any such modification. 

(ii) Within seven days of the date of 
notice by the FEA of the information 
set forth in paragraph (d) (2) (i) of this 
section, each supplier of a utility shall 
notify the utility of its anticipated abil¬ 
ity to supply during each month covered 
by the notice the entire amounts of mid¬ 
dle distillate required to be supplied by 
that supplier. If a supplier of a utility is 
unable to supply its specified amounts 
for a month the supplier may request a 
reduced delivery level or an extension of 
the delivery period into the following 
month. Following receipt of a request for 
a reduced delivery level or an extension, 
the utility must notify the supplier with¬ 
in 48 hours whether the requested re¬ 
duced delivery level or extension and the 
amount to be delivered during the exten¬ 
sion period are acceptable. If the utility 
refuses to accept the reduced delivery 
level or extension, the supplier and util¬ 
ity shall notify the FEA of the reason for 
the request for reduced delivery level or 
extension by the supplier and for refusal 
to accept the reduced delivery level or 
extension by the utility. The FEA shall 
then determine the amounts, if any. to 
be delivered and the date or dates for 
delivery. For months for which the FEA 
notifies utilities and suppliers more than 
one month in advance under paragraph 
(d) (2) (i) of this section, each supplier 
of a utility shall notify the utility at least 
10 days prior to the beginning of the 
month to which the allocation applies oi 
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its ability to supply the entire amount 
of middle distillate required to be sup¬ 
plied by that supplier. Within 48 hours 
after a utility is notified by a supplier of 
its ability to supply, the utility must no¬ 
tify the supplier of its willingness to ac¬ 
cept delivery. 

(3) Suppliers and utilities may apply to 
the FEA for adjustment of the alloca¬ 
tions established as provided in para¬ 
graph id) (2) (i) of this section or for 
assignment of a new supplier in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of Subpart B 
of Part 205 of this chapter. Such peti¬ 
tions must be filed by the 10th day of 
the month preceding the month for 
which such adjustment or assignment is 


requested in order to be considered for 
decision or interim relief with respect to 
adjustment to the allocation amounts or 
assignment of a new supplier for the 
month. Utilities may, and are encour¬ 
aged to, by mutual agreement and after 
notice of FEA, reapportion their re¬ 
spective allocated middle distillate fuel 
volumes, other fuel volumes, or generated 
power among themselves. 

3. Section 211.127 is amended in para¬ 
graphs (a) and (c> to read as follows: 

§211.127 Procedures and reporting re¬ 
quirement*. 

(a) All matters pertaining to the allo¬ 
cation of middle distillate fuels except to 


utility users shall be addressed to the 
appropriate State Office or Regional FEA 
as specified within this part. All matters 
pertaining to the allocation of middle 
distillate fuels to utility users shall be 
addressed to FEA Electric Utilities Re¬ 
ports, Code 47, Washington, D.C. 20461, 
and to the Chairman, Federal Power 
Commission. 

♦ * * * « 

<c) Hardship applications except for 
electric utilities may be submitted to 
the appropriate State Office for undue 
hardship resulting from the provisions 
of this subpart. 

(PR Doc.74-21063 Filed 9-9-74;2:13 pm) 
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Latest Edition 

Guide to Record Retention 
Requirements 

[Revised as of January 1, 1973] 

This useful reference tool is designed 
to keep businessmen and the general 
public informed concerning the many 
published requirements in Federal laws 
and regulations relating to record 
retention. 

The 90-pagc “Guide” contains over 
1,000 digests which tell the user (1) 
what type records must be kept, (2) 
who must keep them, and (3) how long 

Price: $1.50 

Compiled by Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General 

Services Administration 

Order from Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office 
Washington, D.C. 20402 


they must be kept. Each digest carries 
a reference to the full text of the basic 
law or regulation providing for such 
retention. 

The booklet’s index, numbering over 
2,200 items, lists for ready reference 
the categories of persons, companies, 
and products affected by Federal 
record retention requirements. 







